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* | Sowe Barks on many wilful Errors of the 
Moral Philoſopher, and on the Scheme of literal 


Prophecy. 


HERKIN IS SHEW NN, 
I. That Ae, Samel, David, | III. That the Sacrifices under 


and the Prophets, were what 


be, holy Men of God, in Op- 
- poſition to theſe Authors. 
„That many Miracles wrote 
"for, and by them in Egypt, 
at the Red-Sea, i in the Wikder- 


the Bible repreients them to |. 


neſs, and in Canaan, were a- | 
greeable to God's Perfections. 


the Law, are Types of Chrift, 
tho” not to be underſtood in 
the Papiſts and Calvinifis Senſe, 
and the Prophecies of the 
Old Teſtament were fulfilled 
in him. 

IV. A Letter to the Rev. Mr. 
Samuel Chandler, by way of 
Appendax. 
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„INTRO DOUCTION. 


HEN I conſider the ſeveral Sorts of 
Wea Profcfiors amongſt Chriſtians, and 
how zealous every Party of theſe 
Chriſtians are for their own particu- 
lar Perſuaſion, in Opoſition to all other Perſua- 
ſions; and yet that neither of theſe differing Par- 
ties can juſtify their own Principles, tho' at the 
ſame Time they can all of them ſhew one ano- 
ther their Miſtakes ; fo that I find it is eaſier to 
ſhew, that every one of theſe different Sorts of 
Chriſtians are miſtaken, than 'tis to diſcover any 
of them to be right. They all profeſs to love 
Truth, and yet if any Thing is ſhewed them 
contrary to their former received Notions; tis 
very few that will conſider it at all, and many 
of them appear prejudiced in Favour of their 
own Principles. When I enqujred into the 
Chriſtian Religion, and ſaw them all in Confu- 
ion, I thought ſurely, if any Thing could be 
found out that would remove the Caule of theſe 
Diſagreements amongſt them, that all Lovers 
of Truth would be glad to have all Chriſtians to 
be of one Mind; that which I propoſed to an- 
ſwer this valuable End was, that Juſtification fo 
frequently ſaid to be free in the New Teſtament, 
means no more than a temporal Juſtification ; 
and 
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| and as the main Streſs of this Diſpute lieth in 


7 $2 


this plain Conſideration ; namely, whether there 


is any Difference between the Word Juſtify and 


the Word Pardon, one would think, if this was 


all the Cauſe of the many Diſagreements that has 


been between Chriſtians, that Things might be 
eaſily brought to an Agreement between them ; 
for the Word Juſtify ſignifies to be acquitted, or 
declared not guilty of a Charge brought againſt 
the Perſon thus juſtified ; and Pardon fignifies to: 
forgive Sins, fo that theſe are as different Ideas as 
Guilty and Not guilty. Now if there is a real 
Difference between theſe two plain Ideas, then 
the Bible will appear rational, as I have proved 
in theſe following Lines, and ſo the Deiſts have 
no juſt Cauſe to complain againſt it; and by the 
ſame Rule the Caluiniſts will loſe their whole 
Foundation on which they ſtand: For if theſe 
Expreſſions, Juſtify or being juſtified, ſignify to 
acquit of a Charge brought againſt them, then it 
could relate only to what was then paſs'd, and not 
to Futurity ; and indeed, who ever does pretend 
to juſtify or acquit a Perſon, or Perſons, for 
Crimes to be accuſed of hereafter ? or who does 
pardon Sins before they are committed, beſides the 
Papiſts? Now if Chriſtians will depart from theſe 
plain Rules, which the meaneſt Underſtanding 
can eaſily diſcern, then no Wonder if they fall 
into the utmoſt Confuſion, Had Chriſtians left 
free Juſtification by Chriſt, as they found it laid 
down by the Apoſtles, and had not tacked Par- 
don to it, then the loweſt Underſtanding could 


have eaſily known what was meant by it; for it 


is not difficult to underſtand, how the whole 
World might be juſtified by Chriſt's undertaking 
Death and Suffcrings; that is, acquitted of a 

| Charge 
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Charge brought againſt it, as I have explained it 
8 9 The Deiſt turn d Chri- 
Lian, &c. but the Myſtery is, how Pardon and 
232 can mean the ſame Thing; I think 
may ventnre to ſay, this is as unintelligible as 
Tranſubſtantiation; for it is as eaſy to prove that 
Bread and Fleſh is the fame Thing, as it is that 
Juſtification and Pardon means the ſame Thing, 
and they who own the latter, have no Room to 
condemn the former that I can diſcern. Again, 
if they will own that God can juſtify or 
pardon Men before they are born, then why may 
they not 'argue that he may damn Perſons before 
they are born, or any other Abſurdity whatever. 
There are a great Number, tho' not the greateſt 
Number, of Chriſtians, who are neither Papiſts, 
Calviniſis, nor Deiſts ; theſe Gentlemen, I think, 
have it in their Power to prove themſelves to be 
the only confiſtent Chriſtians in the World, only 
by their owning a plain Truth; namely, that 
Juſtification is not Pardon, that there is a real 
Difference between theſe two Propoſitions, that 
is, that Perſons may be juſtified and not pardon. 
ed, and that others may be forgiven their Sins, 
and yet at the ſame Time not juſtified ; and, I. 
think; I may juſtly affirm, that if theſe Gentle- 
men will not publickly acknowledge theſe plain 
Ideas to be true, then they will appear to be the 
moſt inconfiſtent Men in the World, which I far. 
ther make appear thus : The Notion of Juſtifica- 
tion being the ſame Meaning with Pardon, was 
only calculated to incourage and promote Popery 
and Calviniſm ; and out of theſe two erroneous 
Sorts of Profeſſors of Chriſtianity the Deiſts have 
ſprung, as I have ſufficiently made appear in ſeve- 
ral late Pamphlets; and therefore thoſe Gentle- 
men who are contrary, and have ſet themſelves 
B 2 il 
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In Opoſition to the Pap iſts, Catvinits nd Deiſts, 3 
don't do well to maintain that Error which ſup⸗ 
ports * in their Errors, which Frey pretend to 
Oppole. 
P or if choſe who are juſtified, s are acquitted of 
a Charge brought againſt them, then when out 
Lord juſtified Men by his Blood, he did not in 
that Caſe procure a Pardon for them; he cab} 
by his undertaking Death and Sufferings, in or- 
. der to Juſtification, proved that the Accuſation 
N brought againſt the World, as before had been 
| | . © brought againſt Sodom, was not juſt. As to Pardon 
| of paſt Sins, that is ſaid to be thro' the Forbear- 
ance Or Long-ſuffering of God and Juſtificativn 
by the Blood of Chriſt, . Rom. iii. So that I con- 
_ clude the Gentlemen who ſet up in Oppoſition to 
he Calviniſis, Papiſts and Deifts, need not be ſo 
| fearful to pulldown the Foundation of their Ad- 
verſaries, and at the ſame Time build up their 
own. I mentioned before, that to ſay Men 
were Juſtified and Pardoned before they were 
born, is near the ſame as tis to ſay, that ſome 
may be Damned before they are Born: Now if 
Juſtification and Pardon was procured by Chriſt's 
Death, which was long before we were born; I 
fay if this relates to all Generations, then Men 
may be ſaid to be Juſtified and Pardoned before 
they are Born, and all thoſe who own ſuch Prin- 
ciples, naturally ſupport the Errors of the Pa piſts, 
Calvinifis and Deiſts, let their Pretence be 
what it will, tho' they may not diſcern it, or will 
not examine into it; I have already bi that 
the Interceſſion of Chriſt anſwers the ſame pur- 
poſe to all Generations, ſince that in which he 
lived in this World, as his Death and Sufferings 


d1d to that Generation in order for Juſtification 
| | from 
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from the Accuſation of evil Beings; this an- 
- ſwers the ſame end to all other Generations, as his 
Death did to that, I. ſhall endeavour to collect 
the ſubſtance of this Controverſy into as narrow 
Compaſs as poſſibly I can, fo as to give my Rea- 
der a clear Idea of the true Cauſe why Chriſtians 
in general have hitherto generally miſunderſtood 
the Nature of Chriſtianity ; and many have wrote 
large Volumes under pretence to vindicate it to 
very little purpoſe. I have lately confidered the 


Arguments produced by the Moral Philoopher, - 


and do find that his Arguments are full of Decepti- 
ons, beſides the many literal Errors found in 
Vor. II. as I have made appear in the follow- 
ing Lines. As the Author of the Moral! Pbilaſo- 
pber does practiſe that Art, that is Philoſophy, we 
have a Specimen of his vain Philoſophy. In p. 
6. of his Introduction, he fays, If the Reve- 
lation conſiſt in the moral Doctrines and Obli- 
ations of Scripture, all Morality will be Reve- 

3 or if it conſiſt in the Hiſtorical Facts, all 
Hiſtory will be Revelation; but if it, that is, 
Revelation, neither conſiſts in the moral Doc- 
trines nor Hiſtorical Facts, I wonder where he 
will find it at this Rate ; he muſt go out of the 
Bible and look for his Revelation: To which I 
anſwer, firſt all Hiſtory is Revelation, tho' all 
Hiſtory is not divine, and ſo cannot be di- 
vine Revelation. Secondly, tho' divine Hif- ' 
tory cannot be Morality, yet it was appointed 
to promote Morality, juſt as tho? he ſhould ſay, 
a Child's Book in which he learns is notLearning ; 
and where then muſt the Child go for Learning ? 
why he muſt have thoſe Ideas contain'd in his 
Book, faſtened on his Mind, and yet at laſt the 
Book is not Learning; but 'tis the uſe that is 
. F 4 | 8 | made 
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made of the Book that is called Learning; ſo 
8 the Hiſtory of the Bible, nor the Doctrines con- 
X tained in it, is not Morality, that is, the Bible is 
not a Man's Virtue, tho” it is to promote Virtue ; 
| this I think is vain Philoſophy, as it only tends to 
1 make eafy 'Things hard. PEE. 
He ſuppoſes that moral Doctrines and moral 
Virtues are all one and the ſame thing ; now, that 
I may ſhew him his Miſtake, I ſhall change the 
Word Revelation, to the word Bible, which 
means the ſame thing, and Morality to the 
Words good Works, which bears the ſame Senſe ; 
and then we read his Words thus; if the Bible 
confiſts in the Doctrine of good Works, then 
all good Works will be the Bible, or if it (good 
Works) conſiſts in the Hiſtorical Facts, then all 
Hiftory will be the Bible, and I wonder then, ſays 
he, where he will find the Revelation, that is, the 
Bible ; if all Hiſtory is the Bible, we ſhould then 
indeed not know where to find it, if there is no 
difference between Divine and Prophane Hiſtory. 
Thus you ſee that this Author has dipped too 
deep into the Bag of Deceit; alſo wherein are ſome 
Remarks on the Scheme of literal Prophecy, 
and there I find more Subtilty than Truth; but 
| I ſhall farther make theſe things appear in theſe 
| following Lines. 
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An 


VINDICATION 


OF THE 
1 Sc. 


tl Shall conſider the Objections of 
the Deiſts againſt the Bible, in the 
| I lead following Manner : Firſt, they ſup- 

Beg pole Moyes, Samuel, David, and the 

Prophets, to be wicked deſigning 

Mien, though the Hiſtorians affirm 

the contrary. 2dly, That the Wonders done by 

Moſes were by the Power of evil Angels, and not 

of God; 3dly, That many Things are ſaid to be 

done by God himſelf, which appear to them to 
be contrary to his Perfections. 

4thly, That the Sacrifices under the Law, and 
the Prophecies of the Old Teſtament, have no 
Relation to Teſs Chrift, — 

Firſt, theſe Gentlemen the Deiſts complain, 
that the Penmen of the Bible have repreſented 
Moſes, Samuel, David, and the Prophets, as good 
holy Men, though theſe Deiſts imagine that they 
have made the contrary to appear, 
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The Moral Philoſopher, Vol. II. was put into 


my Hands, wherein I could diſcern fourteen literal 


Miſtakes in about ten Pages, to villify David's 

Character, from p. 178 to p. 188. Page 178 
he tells us, That David prevailed with the Phi- 
liſtines to raiſe a mighty Army againſt T/rael. This 


is intirely his own Invention; for the ſacred Hi- 


ſtorian does not give us the leaſt Intimation of apy 
ſuch Intention, as you may ſee, 1 Sam. xxviii. 1. 
He might as well ſay any other Falſhood ; this is 
not doing as he would be done by. Again, he tells 
us, that he offered to head their Forces againſt I/ 
rael; but there is no Truth in this neither, as you 
may ſee 1 Sam. xxviii. 1, 2. Achiſh the King, 
ſaid to David, Beſure thou ſhalt go out with, 
me to Battle: It is fo far from his offering 
togo, that he was abſolutely commanded by the 
King to go, and not a Word mentioned that he 
was to head their Forces; but the contrary does 


appear, Chap. xxix. 2. Indeed, David ſhewed 


himſelf willing to obey the King, in whoſe Coun- 
try he then lived. It was not the firſt Time he 
diſſembled with this King to fave his Life; what 
can we ſuppoſe would have been the Conſequence 
of his refuſing to obey the King's Command, but 
preſent Deſtruction: You'll ſay it may be that it 
is bad to diſſemble to fave Life. And I think it 
is much worſe to tell and publiſh fourteen wilfol 
Falſhoods, to take away a good Man's Reputation 
thereby, to weaken Men's Eſteem for revealed 
Religion; for I think David's Character in gene- 
ral was very good, without much Exception, at 
leaſt, till he was made King, which will appear 
by and by. Again, 

Thirdly, however, ſays this Author of the 
Morel Philoſopher, David had gained his _ 

\ an 


ä 
would be ſufficient to anſwer his Purpoſe againſt 
his King and Country: And by cutting off Saul 
and his Family, might give him a good Chance 
for the Kingdom, he therefore haſtens intoFugea, 
a Day or two before the Army could come up, 
and Jonathan met him. There is not one Word 
of Truth in all this Paragraph, as you may ſee, 
if you pleaſe to read ch. xxx. of this 1 Sam. where 
you find, inſtead of his going into Judea, he 
went from the Army to Zi#lag, and came thither 
the third Day, and from thence he and his Men 
went to ſeek after the Company who had carried 
their Wives and Children away; ſo that it is evi- 
dent, Fonathan never ſaw David any more 
after this Time: For, according to the Hiſto- 
rian, he did not go into Juadta till after this Battle 
was over, and conſequently all this whole Paſſage 
is falſe, Again, 4tbly, this Author of the Moral 
Philoſopher has made another Miſtake, and all 
hitherto in the ſame Page; he ſays Jonathan con- 
gratulated David's Succeſs with Joy, finding he 
muſt now be King. See how little this Author at- 
tends to his own Argument; for he ſaid juſt be- 
fore, that it was before the Army could come up, 
and e there could at that Time be no 
more Hope of his Succeſs to the Kingdom, than 
at any other Time, Saul being yet alive. This 
Author ſeems to me to confound two different 
Texts together, this of ch. xxviii, with that in 
ch. xxiii, ver. 16, 17, 18. where it is ſaid Jona- 
tban went to David into a Wood to comfort him, 
at a Time when Saul his Father was purſuing 
him with an Army. May we not venture to ſay, 
this Author ſays that which he thought would beſt 
ſerve his Turn, without — whether it is ttue 

. or 


| „ 5 
or no; for not one Word does agtee to the Paſſage 
he refers too. Again, thy, there is ſomething 
yet behind, much worſe than I have yet mention- 
ed; he ſays, Jonathan defired to beDavid's Favou- 
rite and Friend, and to be the ſecond Man in the 
Kingdom: But, ſays our Author, David had now 
no farther Occaſion for Fonathan, and therefore 
ſent him away into the Army to join his Father 
and two Brothers againſt the Philiſtines, and to 
fall with them, which, ſays he, happened ac- 
cording to his Wiſhes. This Conduct of David 
towards Jonathan, the Moral Philoſopher thinks 
gives one a true Idea of the Sanctity and Fidelity 
of this divine Hypocrite, that is of David. | 
I confeſs, if what this Author had here related 
of this Caſe, was true, that then David muſt be 
conſidered as a vile Hypocrite, and perjured 
Wretch to Fonathan, and deſerves to be treated 
with Diſhonour and Contempt: But if all this 
ſhould appear to be utterly falſe, if it ſhould appear 
to be only our Author's Miſtake, for Want of being 
ingeniouſly careful to inquire into the Truth of 
the Caſe, before he judged of it, then where will 
this Diſgrace and Contempt naturally fall ? will it 
not naturally fall on our wiſe Philoſopher ? and in- 
deed it is not the firſt Time that Philoſophers have 
miſtook their Way to Truth. There can no Diſ- 
pute ariſe between this Author and me in this 
Caſe, becauſe we have. both the ſame Author or 
Hiſtorian, which we refer to; we can ſoon ſee 
which is right, and which not; it will ſoon ap- 
pear, if examined, that David never ſent Jona- 
eban away to the Army that he might die there; 
but, on the contrary, it is ſaid, that when Jona- 
than went from David, he went to his Houſe, 
' 1 Sam. xxiii. 18. Neither does it appear that Jo- 
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( 43 ) 
nathan ever came to David; to ask any Favour 
of him, but he came only to comfort him. And to 
fay that David wiſhed Jonathan dead, is ſaying 
more than the Hiſtorian does, and it is at leaſt 
breaking the Bands of Charity, and judging a 
Man worſe than he can be proved to be. This, I 
think, is very bad Morality, and but indifferent 
Philoſophy, for a Man to profeſs to lay afide re- 


E vealed Religion, that he may the better attend to 


what is called natural Religion, and yet have no 
Regard to the Ruin of a good Man's Character: 
This is not only acting contrary to the Nature of 
Things, but it is enough to tempt one to believe 
that there is ſome Miſtake in their Repreſentations 


of this natural Religion: Sure, if there was ſuch 


Force in natural Religion, as to biaſs thoſe who 
are under its Influence more than under revealed 
Religion; how comes it to paſs then, that thoſe 
pretended Rationaliſts are as deſtiture of Charity, 
which is the Bond of Perfection, as any body 
elſe. Again, ö | | 
Srxthly, This Author of this ſecond Part of the 

= Moral Philoſopher, can get David a Partner, 
one to keep him Company; hitherto David has 
had the Burthen of Calumny caſt upon him alone, 
but now good old Samuel muſt come in for a 
Share with him, p. 180, he ſays, ſpeaking of Saul, 
This is the Man, betrayed and ruined by a re- 
vengeful Prophet, and a treacherous rebellious Son- 
in-Law ; if this be true, then poor Saul ought to 

8 be lamented, but if this ſhall appear to be fabulous 

and falſe, what ſhall we ſay of this Moral Philo- 
ber, but that he is rather an immoral and unjuſt 


3 : Philoſopher than a moral one; now that this is 


not true, we need only examine the ſacred Hiſto- 
ran, who tells us quite the contrary, for there 
a C2 we 
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we find that both David and the Prophet had 
always done Saul all the Good they could, and 


never ſo much as attempted to do him any Hurt; 


who can account for this Gentleman's Miſtakes ? 


he don't ſeem to me to regard what he ſays, this 


Author ſhould have ſhewn the World, wherein 
David or the Prophet ever ſought Saul's Ruin 
I think he might as well ſay, Jeſus Chriſt was 
revengeful to Judas, becauſe he hanged himſelf, 
as to ſay the Prophet was revengeful to Saul, be- 
cauſe he ruined himſelf by his Diſobedience to 
God, and his Cruelty to David; and he might 
as well ſay, St. Peter and St. Paul were diſobe- 
dient and treacherous to the bloody-minded 
Prieſts, who endeavoured to deſtroy them for 
their good and uſeful Actions, becauſe they 
endeavoured to make their Eſcape from theſe ' 
blood-thirſty Murderers, as to fay David was 
treacherous and rebellious, becauſe he endeavour-" 


| ed to eſcape from blood-thirſty Saul, who, tis 


manifeſt, endeavoured to kill him becauſe of his 
good Actions: David gained the Applauſe of the 
common People, by his venturing his Life when 
he killed Goliab, and alſo to the Joy even of Saul 
himſelf ; but when he found the common People 
had a higher Eſteem for David than he would 


have them to entertain, then he, Saul, only for 


that Reaſon ſought to kill him, tho he had ſo- 


lemnly ſwore to Jonathan that he would not hurt 


him. Again, 

Seventhly, This Author tells us, in this 180th 
Page, that this David appeared in Arms againſt 
his King, his Father-in-Law, and his Country ; 


but on the contrary it is evident, that David and 


his Men ventured their Lives to ſave Part of 


Saul's Dominions from the deſtroying Philiſtines, 


I Sam. 


wu . 
, . 
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1 Sam. xxiii. even at the ſame Time that blood 
thirſty Saul was ſeeking to deſtroy them; who 
can think that this Author ever read this Hiſtory 
with any Care and Attention. Again, 
Eighthly, Another great Miſtake which this Au- 
| thor has been guilty of, is in p. 181, there he 
tells us, that this brave Prince, meaning Saul, 
who was too credulous, promiſed to forgive Da- « 
vid all that was paſſed : If this had been the Caſe 
then, there had been ſome Room to ſuppoſe that 
Saul at leaſt thought David in ſome Inſtance or 
other to be wrong; but behold tis not ſo, for 
Saul in this very Place here referred to, owned 
that he himſelf had finned, and don't ſay one 
Word of David's Sin, but it was only our Au- 
' thor's Miſtake ; he thought one of them did talk 
ſomething about Sin, and he did not chuſe to be 
nice in his Enquiry, which it was; or to ſpeak 
plain, he ſeemed to be willing to put it to Da- 
vid, that he might ſpoil ſpiritual School Divinity, 
ſee p. 189, 1 Sam. xxvi. 2 1. Then ſaid Saul, I 
have finned, come again my Son David, and I will 
do thee no more Hurt; but this Author will have 
it, that he adviſed him in theſe Words, to lay 
down the Arms of his Rebellion, tho nothing of 
it is expreſſed, but the contrary. 
Ninthly, This Author tells, p. 181, 182, 
That Samuel privately anointed him, and pro- 
miſed him the Kingdom ; but this, fays he, 
was to be kept as a great Secret between them, 
if any Suſpicion of that ſhould ariſe, David, ſays 
our Author, was to purge himſelf by the moſt 
ſolemn Oaths, Proteſtations, and Imprecations of 
Vengeance in the Name of God, and this he 
r kept to and gained his Point by it; 
but did David ever ſwear, ot ſo much as deny, 


that 


$ 
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that Samuel anointed him, the Hiſtorian don't > 
much as intimate that ever he was examined 
about it, this Gentleman has not told us where 
it is recorded, fo that I think this muſt go for 
another Palſhood. Again, | 
 Tenthly, He fays, David only waited for an 
rtunity to cut Saul's Throat, p. 182, and 
yet the Hiſtorian tells us, that he had it in his 
Power to kill Saul ſeveral Times, and Saul him- 
ſelf thought it an impartial Inſtance of Good- 
neſs, that he did not kill him, 1 Sam. xxiv. 20. 
therefore I think this alſo muſt be reckoned ano- 
ther great Miſtake. Again, | 


Eleventhly, This Author of the Moral Phihſe- 


pher ſays p. 183, that David betrayed and ruined 
Jonathan, tho there is not the leaſt Shadow for 
ſuch a Notion from the Hiſtorian ; Fonathan, 
himſelf never ſaw any Occaſion to cenſure David, 
tho' he verily believed he himſelf ſhould ne- 


ver be King, and that tho' he was. Prince Royal, 


yet he believed David would have the Kingdom ; 
and notwithſtanding that, he faw David's Inno- 
cency, or elſe he never would have ſuccoured him 
fo many Times from the unjuſt Rage of his 
Father; ſure he that was ſo nearly concern'd in 
this Affair muſt know more of David than this 


Author, and therefore I conclude, that this is 


another great Miſtake. Again, 

Twelfthly, he fays, p. 185, that David ſtript 
Fonabtan's Son of all; tho' this is falſe in fact, for 
it was only of part, yet this Author ought to 
have told the whole Caſe ; ſuppoſe Fonathan's Son 


had committed Treaſon, muſt he not ſuffer for 


it, becauſe there was a covenant between David 
and his Father; can any Body ſuppoſe that Cove- 


nant could - juſtify Jonathan's Son in any G2 7 7 
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edne; if not, then 'twas juſt for David to puniſh 
him when he thought bim ungratefully wicked, 2 
Sam. x ix. 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30. where you may 
ſee this Story at large ; I ſhall only add, inVindica- 
tion of David's Character, that all theExcuſe Jona- 
than's Son had to make, was, that he could not get 
his Aſs ſaddled, notwithſtanding he was in the 
King's Houſe, where he was as one of the King's 


own Children, in reſpe& to Honour and Regard ; 


he ſays, he could not get his Aſs ſaddled, beli 
it who can. wh 
I queſtion if ſuch a Cauſe was now tried be- 
fore a Judge, and 24 Jury-Men, if they would 
not all bring it in, in favour of the King, but 
let any body read this Hiſtory, and compare it 
with the Moral . Philoſopher, and then they will 
find where the Miſtake is ; they may ſee that the 
Moral Philofopher is one who dont regard what he 
ſays. 
7 hirteenthly, Heſays, p. 18 5 that David ſtopped 


the Famine in the Land by Perjury and Murder; 
this Paſſage he here refers to is 2 Sam. xxi. and, 
according to the Hiftorian, it was done by the 


way of Attonemnet to the Gibeonites ; for aught 


we know, theſe Seven Men might be concern'd 


in the Deſtruction of theſe Gibeonites; however 
this Author allows, that the Famine was ſtopped 
by it, can we think that God would remove 


his Judgments from them, becauſe they com- 
mitted Perjury and Murder. Therefore, I con- 
| clude, that this Author's Arguments cannot bear 
its own weight. Again, | | 
Fourteenthly, This Author tells us, that David 
- own'd all his Victories and Succeſs to Foab ; that he 
was always fearful, and had nothing of the Man- 
ly Bravery of a Soldier ; all theſe Obſervations 
8 | | a againſt 


* 


Aga inſt David, which this Author has miention'd, 
are apparently contrary to the Hiſtorian, from 
whence he pretends to have taken them, as all 
will evidently fee, who pleaſe to examine it im- 
rtially ; but, as he ſays, that near all the thinking 
Part of the Chriſtian World are -Deiſts, he may 
probably think, therefore, that but few conſider- 
ate Perſons will enquire into it; this he does, un- 
der pretence of reflecting on David's Character, 
but it appears to me, that tis the ſacred Hiſtorian 
that he chiefly aims at, for had David been ever 
ſo wicked, yet if the Hiſtorian has given us a true 
Account of thoſe Matters of Fact, that is all that 
can be expected. T 
1 éſhall mention one Inſtance of this Author, 
wherein it is plain, that he ſtrives even to juſtify 
ſome of the vileſt Creatures that ever the Earth 
bore, and condemn thoſe who even ventured their 
Lives for to ſuppreſs Vice : That is the Caſe of the 
Benjamites in the three laſt Chapters of Judges 
This Author, that he may gain his Point to juſ- 
tify the Wicked, and condemn the Innocent, paſ- 
ſes over three main Things in Silence ; as firſt, 
that theſe wicked Benjamites were given to the Sin 
of Sodom. This appears to be the Caſe from their 
Words to the old Man, Judges xix. 22, 23. The 
Men of the City, wicked Men, beſet the Houſe, and 
ſinote at the Door, and ſpoke to the old Man, the 
. Maſter. of the Houſe, ſaying, bring out the 
Mon that came into thine Houſe, that we may 
| knowbim; this Man, the Maſter of the Houſe, went 
out unto them, and ſaid unto them, nay, my Bre- 
thren, do not ſo wickedly, I pray you, ſeeing this 
Man is come into my Houſe, Ver. 24. Bebold, 
here is my. Daughter, a Virgin, and his Concubine, 
them will I bring out now, and humble them, _ 
| 0 
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do with them what : ſeemeth you good, but to this 
Man do not this Villainy. This is much like what 
we have-in:Genefis about the Scdomites, the Night 
before it was deſtto yet. | 

| Secondly, Another material Paſſage this Author 
has not mentioned, is Chap. xx. 12, 13. And 
the Tribes of Iſrael ent Men through all the Tribe 
of Benjamin, ſaying, what Wickeaneſs is this that 
2s committed among you ; now therefore deliver us 
| thoſe wicked Men which are in Giboah, that we 
may put them to Death, and put away Evil from 
Iſrael; but the Children of. Benjamin would not 
obey the Voice of their Brethren, the Children of 
Ifrael. Ix x ; | BY 
= Thirdly; That theſe Benjamites raiſed an Army 

to defend theſe wicked Men, as in Ver. 14. | 
5 Now it is evident, that this Author ſuppoſes, 
SS that the eleven Tribes, here called the Childr 

= of 17a], were more in Fault than the Tribe of 
Benjamin; the former he calls that vaſt revenge- 
ful Army, p. 157, and ſuppoſes their Actions to 
to be Villainy, Cruelty, and Outrages, p. 151. 
and by the ſame Rule he ſuppoſes that the Ben- 
Jamites were revengefully, villainouſly, and cruel- 
ly ſerved by the Outrages of theſe eleven Tribes. 


his Miſtake, in reſpect to the Argument before 
us, I ſhall obſerve a few Things. 

Firſt, That the eleven Tribes did not aſſemble 
together from a Spirit of Revenge or Cruelty to 
the Benjamites, but to root out the Sin of Sodo- 
my; for thoſe Texts juſt now mentioned, natu- 
rally ſuppoſe that this was the Caſe, their ſending 
7 Men through all that Tribe, to deliver up thoſe 
wicked Men, that they might put them to 
Death, was not out of Revwoger or Cruelty, but 
| * 8 5 5 that 
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Now, that I may make this Author ſenſible of 


that they might put away Evil; that is, as I un- 
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derſtand it, that they might put away the Evil 
of a general Judgment from Iſrael, by ſuppreſſing 
this vile Sin of Sodomy. ?Tis manifeſt from Chap. 
ix. 30. that this was generally counted an un- 
common Sin, for they ſay, ſuch a Thing was not 
heard of ſince the Children of 1/-ae! came out of 
Egypt; ſo that I conclude, that the whole Body 

of the Jyaelites thought themſelves concerned to 


put a Stop to the Growth of ſuch a Sin. 

Again, 2dly, It don't appear that theſe eleven 
Tribes had any End to anſwer, but to put a Stop 
to that Sin, becauſe they laid not their Hands on 
the Spoil, or were, or deſigned, to be any Gainers 
by this War. | 

Thirdly, It appears that they thought, that 
whoſoever would not be ingaged in the ſuppreſſing 
ſuch Villainy ought to die the Death, Chap. xxi. 
5. and therefore it ſuppoſes that thoſe Benjamztes 
were monſtrouſly wicked. 

Fourthly, The Benjamites could have no other 
End to ſerve, by their not complying with their 
Brethren's Demand, but to incourage Wickedneſs, 
and 'tis a vain Thing for this Author to ſay, they 
could not find out who they were, when the 
Text tells us, that they would not, and not that 
they could nor, 'tis probable that their governing 
Men were concerned in it, who had the Com- 
mand of their Army; but this is certain, that it 
cannot be as this Author has repreſented it, name- 
ly, that they would not give theſe Benjamites 
Time to find out theſe wicked Men, and that 
they would not admit them to a fair Trial, 
P- 154, 155. In p. 154, he tells us, that they 
did not ſend Benjamin any Summons to appear, 
and yet the Hiſtorian ſays, that they ſent Men 

3 oF through- 
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throughout all the Tribe of Benjamin, that theſe 
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Men might be deivered up, this does not ſup. © 


poſe that they would be put to Death without a 
Trial; their ſending Men to inquire about it, did 
ſuppoſe_that they deſired no Injuſtice. I wonder 
to ſee this Author eſpouſe the Cauſe of ſuch 'vile 
Men. | 
And what a mighty Noiſe is here about the 
Oracle, whereas it was an Inſtitution for the 
Prieſts to enquire, in, what Manner they did it 
is not certain; — ae ſome Way or other they 
received a poſitive Anſwer to the Queſtion they 
aſked, and fo did theſe 1/raelitgs, they at firſt on- 
ly aſked, if it was the Will of God, that they 
ſhould go againſt Benjamin, they did not ask what 
Succeſs they ſhould have, they had 400,000 Men 
to Benjamin's 25,000, and therefore they did not 
ask any extraordinary Interpoſition of God, but 
finding Benjamin furiouſly ſucceſsful, they que- 
ſtioned whether 'twas beſt to go againſt them any 


more; but afterwards they were told that they 


ſhould be ſucceſsful, and then they were ſo; ſo 
that I conclude this Author ought to read the Bi- 
ble with more care before he pretends to judge 
its Meaning; it is a very common Practice for 
this Author to miſrepreſent Texts of Scripture, 
to vilify good Men and good Actions. Moſes 
himſelf, who has been approved of by all the 
facred Hiſtiorians; our Lord himſelf never charg- 


ed Mos with any Crime, but there are ſome late 


Writers who treat Moſes as one of the worſt of 


Men, and theſe very Men pretend to prove him 


do be very bad, from the ſame Hiſtory that others 
have proved him to be very good by: This Au- 
= thor of the Moral Pbilgſopber ſpeaks very lighting 
of this great Prophet; p. 65. he ſpeaks of his 
J D 2 Working 
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working Miracles by the magick Wand; be only 


ſuppoſed that he had more Power than they, 12 
then ſays, what harm is there in that; but the 


Magicians themſelves told Pharaoh, that what 
Moſes did was by the Finger of God, and I ſup- 
Poſe that they knew more of their own Art than 
this Author, they never aſcribed any Thing they 
did to the Finger of God; but he ſays, p. 10, 
ſuppoſe all theſe Miracles to have been really 
wrought, I would only ask for what good End or 
Purpoſe were they done, why, ſays he, only to 
deſtroy one Nation (the. Egyptians) to enable the 


| Jjraelites io deſtroy another Nation, the Canaa- 


nites, by putting them all to the Sword, Men, 
Women, and Children, without Mercy and Hu- 
manity. This I take, is the fame as to ſay, theſe 
Inconfiſtencies naturally ſuppoſe that theſe Mira- 
cles are all Impoſtures, and fo Mcſes and the Chil- 


dren of 1/-ael muſt be accounted bloody Ruffians, 


p. 74, the vileſt of Creatures, but Pharaoh and the 


Egyptians, and the Canaanites were, according to 


him, far better than they, but according to the 


Hiſtorian it is quite the contrary ; yet, how unjuſt 


ſoever this Author may imagine it is, Pharaoh oft- 
times declared that he and his People were 
wicked and God was juſt. According to the Hi- 
ſtorian, there was another End to anſwer, beſide 
deſtroying theſe Nations, even that the Name of 
God might be declared thro' all the Earth; as for 


the Egyptians they had not been deſtroyed had 
they not wilfully ſinned againſt their own Know- 


ledge ; and I don't, remember any City being de- 


ſtroyed by the Tjraclites, who had a Mind to yield 
Obedience to them as to God's Favourites, tis 


ſaid, that it was told theſe Nations of the Won- 


ders that God did among chem. if they had be- 
' lieved 
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-- Heved as Rabab and the Gibeonites did, they had. 


been ſaved undoubtedly as well as they were, Now, 
if this was the Caſe, pray what Cauſe then has this 


Author, or any one elſe, to rail on Moſes, or the 


Children of Tjrael, or on the ſacred Hiſtorian ? 


In Gen. xv. 13. and the. following Verſes, God 
told Abraham, That his Seed ſhould be a'Stranger 


ina Land, that is not theirs, four hundred Years ; 
and that, hey ſhould intreat them evilly, and after 


that Nation he will judge and bring them out with 


great Subſtance. This ſeems to be exactly fulfilled, 
- now Abraham's God is the true God, as our Saviour 
obſerved, the ſame who made theſe Promiſes to 
Abraham, and fulfilled them by Moſes ; ſo that I 
_ conclude, this Author is'miſtaken to call Mſess 


God a deſtroying Angel, an Idol, p. 62, 63, 71. 


And many more, who he ſays was burnt by the 
Babylonians, p. 234, and elfewhere, he called him 


| a God that Moſes made. He fays, p. 172, that 


the God of 1/rael, who was always ſuppoſed to 
refide in the Sanctuary, in the Cuſtody of the 


High-Prieſt, was a mere Cheat, as much an Idol 


as the Gods of Egypt, and other Nations. Thus, 


I think, that this Author has not only railed on 


many good Men, as on Moſes, David, and many 


more; but have alſo reproached the God of T1/-ael, 
the only living and true God, even the God of our 
Lord Feſus Cbriſt. This is the fame God which 


was worſhipped in the Temple of old by the Fews; 
he is no Cheat, no Idol, no God, to be carried in 
a Coffer, p. 186. I ſuppoſe what this Author 
means by God in a Coffer, is what is commonly 
called the Ark of the Covenant, as far as I can ga- 


ther from the Account given of it, it was made to 


hold the Book of the Law, Aaron's Rod, and the 
Pot of Manna. And I don't find that ever the 
| J. An 


r 
Ifraelites worſhipped theſe Things, which were 
put into it, which this bantering Man calls God 
in a Coffer. If he had faid God in the Tabernacle, 
he had then ſpoke ſomething to the Purpoſe: But 
then it would be monſtrous Nonſenſe to ſuppoſe, 
that this People thought that, becauſe God ſome- 
times made an extraotdinary Appearance in the 
Tabernacle, or in the Houſe, that therefore they 
ſhould think God was always there, and no where 
eelſe, or that he was not in Heaven and Earth at 
the ſame Time; it appears they had not ſuch nar- 
row Conceptions of their God, as this Author 
would fain perſwade us they had, as thai he was 
carried about in a Coffer: No, it was confeſſed 
by one of their Kings, that the Heaven of Heavens 
eould not contain him, much leſs, ſays he, this 
Houſe. It is to me very plain, that notwithſtand- 
ing they ſet up a Tabernacle for him, and builded 
a Houſe for him, yet they thought he was the God 
of Heaven and Earth. And I don't know that 
they had any other Notion of God, unleſs it was 
Y when they went into Idolatry : The Ark, which 
I this Man, by way of Deriſion calls God in a Cof- 
h fer, was always with them in the Wilderneſs after 
it was made; and yet they frequently upon extra- 
j ordinary Occaſions, faid,. Is God amongſt us or 
no This ſuppoſes that they did not mean the 
| | Ark, becauſe they knew that that was always with 
them; I deſire this Author, when he writes again 
| 
| 


about the God of Iſrael, that he would conſider 
that he is the only living and true God ; not that 
they ſaw or could fee the inviſible God, which 
none ever ſaw, or could ſee, but only ſuch Ap- 
0 rances as he pleaſe to diſcover to them of him- 
ſelf, that ſo this Author may be more grave, than 
to talk of God in a Coffer, as that the God of — 

Meg rae 
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rael was a Cheat, or an Idol. This Author goes 
on not-only to reproach God, but his Prophets 
alſo, in p. 134, and following Pages, he goes on 

to ſuppoſe the evil Outrages and Murders for many 
Generations, were generally cauſed by theſe Pro- 
phets; but it is Elijab and Eliſba that he ſtrikes 
at moſt. As for the wicked Prophets, he ſays as 
little xs poſſible of them, for they did not want 
to keep the People from Idolatry; but they who 
ſtrove to ſuppreſs the Idolatries of the Age, 
were they who troubled 1/rael, who diſturbed 
the Peace of the Realm. This was Jezabel's 
Opinion of this Matter, as well as our Au- 
thor. 

Secondly, This Author, the Deiſts in gene- 
ral, ſuppoſe that ſome Things have been ſaid to 
be done by God's Command in the Bible, which 
is by them ſuppoſed contrary to the Nature of 
Things, and therefore not to be called divine Re- 
velation, This is well grounded; and really 
true is enough of itſelf to overthrow all the 
Authority of theſe divine Hiſtorians : For if 
they have affirmed that God commanded Things 
to be done, which are in themſelves contrary to 
the natural known Perfections of Deity, then we 
may be ſure that theſe Men muſt be Impoſtors: 
But I think we ought to examine into the Truth 
of it, and be very careful about theſe Things, % 

The firſt Caſe that I ſhall mention, is that of 
the 1/raelites being commanded to deſtroy the Ca- 
naanites, without leaving any Perſon alive, Deut. 
xx. 16, Of the Cities of this People, which the 
Tord thy God ſhall give thee to inherit, thou ſhalt 
fave no. Perſon alive, Deut. vii. 1, 2. When the 
Lord thy God ſhall bring thee unto the Land, whe- 
ther thou goeft to poſſeſs it, and ſhall root out many 

Sp Nations 
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Nations before thee ;. the Hittites, and the Girga- 
ſhites, and the Amorites, and the Canaanites, and 
the Perizzites, and the Hivites, and the Jebuſites, 
even Nations greater and mightier than thou? 
And the Lord thy God ſhall give them before thee, 
then thou ſhalt ſmite them, thou ſhalt utterly deſtroy 
them ; thou ſhalt make no Covenant with them, nor 
have Compaſſion on them. Ver. 16. Thou ſhalt con- 

fume all People which the Lord thy God ſhall give 
zhee, thine Eye ſhall not ſbare them, neither ſhalt 
thou ſerve their Gods, for that ſhall be thy Deſtruc- 
tion. Exod. xxiii. 31, 32, 33. 4 will deliver the 
Inberitance of the Land into your Hand, and thou 
ſhalt drive them out ; thou ſhall make no Covenant 
with them, nor with their Gods, neither ſhall they 
1 dwell. in thy Band, left they make thee fin againſt 
[3 me; for if thou ſerve their Gods, ſurely it will be 
1 thy Deſtruction. Chap. xxxiv. 12. Take heed to 
Gi thyſelf; that thou make no Compact with the Inba- 
Þ bitants of the Land whither thou goeſt, leaſt they 
Al be the Cauſe of Ruin among you. Thus I think, 
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a that according to the ſacred Writer, the 1/raelites 
9 were abſolutely commanded to deſtroy theſe Na- 
* tions, and that it was their Duty ſo to do; ſo far, 
i I ſuppoſe, there can be no Diſpute, and 1 
; chuſe to mention theſe ſtrong Expreſſions, that it 
ight be put out of Diſpute. | 
The next Thing to be conſidered is, whether 
fuch a Conduct is agreeable to God's Perfections, 
and the Nature of Things, if not, then we may 
be certain that theſe Writings here refered to can- 
not be divine, or from God. Now there are two 
Queſtions which I would ask this Author or any 
Body elſe. | gh 
Firſt, Is it not agreeable to God's Perfections, 
k and to the Nature of Things, for God to puniſh the 
il 2 Wicked, 


(27) 
Wicked, I ſuppoſe it is conſiſtent with the di- 
vine Perfections, and to the Nature of Things for 
God thus to do; if any has any Thing to object 
againſt it, I deſire an Anſwer, | 

Secondly, If it is thus agreeable to God's moral 
Character to puniſh the Wicked, I then ask whe- 
ther it is not agreeable to his Perfections, to chuſe 
by what Means the Wicked ſhall be puniſhed : I 
imagine, that it is agreeable to his Perfections to 
chuſe by whom, or what Means he pleaſes to 
puniſh the Wicked; this I think is not contrary 
to the Nature of Things, if any ſhall think other- 
wiſe, I defire to be informed ; now if theſe two 
Things are granted, then, for aught any one can 
ſhew to the contrary, God might, conſiſtent with 

his Perfections and the Nature of Things, com- 
mand the J/raelites to deſtroy the wicked Cannan- 
ztes, notwithſtanding all that this Author or any 
Body elſe, as far as I can fee, have or can fay to 
the contrary. As to that Text ſo much ſneer- 
ed at by all the Deiſts .both in Town and Coun- 
try, That the Lord was with Judah, and he poſ- 
* ſeſſed the Mountains, for he could not drive out the 
Inhabitants of the V allies, becauſe they had Chariots 
of Tron, Jadges 1, 19. This is explained in Chap. 
ii. 1, 2, 3. And an Angel of the Lord came up from 
Gilgal 70 Bochim, and ſaid, I made you to go up 
out of Egypt, and have brought you into the Land 
which I had fworn unto your Fathers, and ſaid I 
will never break my Covenant with you; ye alſo 
Hall make no Covenant with the Inhabitants of _ 
Land, but ſhall break down their Altars; but ye 
bave not obeyed my Voice, why have ye done this? 
Wherefore I ſaid alſo, J will not caſt them out be- 
fore you, but they [hall be as Thorns to your Sides, 


their Gods ſhall be your Deſtruction. So that the 
E Reaſon 


A 


( 2 F- 
Reaſon here given why they could not drive them 
out, was becauſe they had not obeyed the Com- 
mandment of God to ſuppreſs Idolatry, when 
they had it in their Power to do it; and now God 
would aſſiſt them no more in an extraordinary 
Manner, and therefore, as they was by their 
Neglect now become too ſtrong for them, and 
had made Covenants and Agreements with them, 
now they might ſtand to their Agreements, the 
Truth of the Caſe appears to be N they 
had ſo far conquered the Count they 
il had them all in their Power, then ty who were 
00 left of thoſe Nations got the Advantage of thoſe 
Ifaelites by their impoſing on their good Nature 
Ni as we uſe to ſay, or in other Words, theſe 1/rae- 
il lites loved their own Eaſe and Peace more than 
they did the Glory of God, and the ſuppreſſing 
; Idolatry, which they ought to have regarded more 
8 than their own private Intereſt; and was it not 
g juſt, that God ſhould expect, that ſuch a People 
as theſe MV aelites, who had extraordinary Favours 
beſtowed on them; ſhould be Promoters of his 
Honour who thus favoured them. 

This Author and all theſe Objectors againſt di- 
vine Revelation, go away with a wrong Imagina- 
q tion, namely, chat God deſign'd to promote and 
0 dignify theſe I/raelites, above any other, indepen- 
1 dent of good or bad Actions: If theſe Bible Wri- 
ters may be credited, whereas according to theſe 
Hiſtorians, God's Deſign was to promote the 
Knowledge of himſelf, which is true Religion; 
4 and thereby to impart good to all. the World; 
n by theſe Actions to the 1/raelrtes, tho' I don't deny 
| but that theſe Fews, might conceit that they were 
Favourites of God ; independent of good Works, 
if they were thus deceived, twas not becauſe 


1 they 
it b, 
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they had not an Opportunity to attain better 
Knowledge, becauſe they were oftentimes in- 
form'd, that as God had caſt out thoſe Canaanites 
before them, ſo they alſo ſhould be deſtroyed, if 
they followed their evil Practices; whereby it ap- 
pears, that they were no more Favourites of God 
than other People, unleſs it was becauſe they were 
not ſo wicked as other People. 

This whole Deſign, which this Author and 
the reſt of the Deiſts imagine to be cruel, bloody, 
and deviliſh, was manifeſtly deſigned by God to 
reform the whole World in general, and JVael in 
particular, and it had this Effect in ſome Meaſure, 
tho' not ſo much as would have been, if theſe 
Tjraelites had ſuppreſſed Idolatry as they ought, 
when it was in their Power ſo to do; there is 
- ſomething in this Caſe worth noting, that is, that 
theſe wicked Canaanites were not cured of Idola- 
try, notwithſtanding they ſaw ſo many Inſtances 
of the Power of God againſt it even in that Ge- 
neration ; which does ſuppoſe that they were a 
- People hardened in Sin, and that no Means what- 
ſoever could reclaim them; ſo that this Au- 
thor is again miſtaken, when he ſays, p. 73, that 
God might make the 1/raelites Inſtruments of 
converting theſe Canaanites. 
| Now becauſe God ſaw that they were not to 
be wrought upon by any Means, therefore, I think, 
it was juſt and wiſe for God to appoint the 1 
raelites to deſtroy them, as Examples for others ; 
and I think this Author ought not to call ſuch a 
wiſe Contrivance bloody, cruel, and deviliſh, 
whereas it appears to be wiſe, divine, and glori- 
ous, for the Good of Mankind, conſiſtent with 
free Agency; for I hope he will not ſuppoſe, that 
the Cauſe why Men are not converted is God's 
.- 2 not 


not being willing of it, and, for aught we know, 


to deſtroy another for their Wickedneſs, as for to 


through the Midſt of the Re- Sea, Exod. xiv. 16. 
but this Author ſuppoſes that they might go be- 


Author, why theſe antiene Writings may be cal- 
for it, is doing nothing. 


the Water; but this Author will have it, that it 


mon Work of Nature, p. 67; but if Water did 


„ 
it may contribute as much or more to the Refor- 
mation of the World, for God to ſend one Nation 


fend Fire from Heaven to do it by. If this Au- 
thor can think of a better Method for the Refor- 
mation of Mankind in general at that Time, I 
hope he will favour the World with the Know- 
ledge of it, and then we ſhall be tempted to be- 
lieve, that this Contrivance was not divine; if he 
will not do it, I ſhall think it is becauſe he can- 
not. . 

Again, According to the Hiſtorian, God com- 
manded Mofes to bring the Children of T1/rae/ 


tween the Mediterranean and the Red-Sea, p. 66, 
but as he has not told us, wherein this Part of the 
Hiſtory is contrary to the Nature of Things, fo I 
think it was needleſs for him to mention it; fat 
J take it that all the Reaſon pretended to by this 


led in queſtion is, becauſe they are ſuppoſed to 
contain Ideas in them contrary to the Nature of 
Things; and therefore I take it, that his finding 
fault, and at the ſame Time not giving a Reaſon 


Again, He has given us the Relation of another 
Inſtance of what he ſuppoſed to be Fraud, p. 67, 
of Water coming out of the Rock, the Hiſtorian 
faid, that Mofes by ſtriking the Rock brought out 


was no more than what was common, the com- 


uſe to come out of that Rock, then how came 
they to want Water, | 
ob | How 
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-How odd it would ſound, to ſay they were 
ready to periſh for want of Water, and yet at the 
fame Time there was a River coming out of a 
Rock juſt by them ; he frequently calls this Peo- 
ple a ſtupid People, and Room enough for it, if 


they would ſuffer themſelves and Cattle to almoſt 
N for want of Water, and at the ſame Time 


ad a River coming out of a Rock juſt by them, 
and could not ſee any Difference between a River 
of Water and a Rock; but this Author ſhould 
alſo have told us, how the Egyptians came to be 
drowned on dry Land; whilſt he is contending 
againſt theſe Things being wonderful, he makes 
them more wonderful. 

Is it not very wonderful that ſo many Thou- 
ſands ſhould be drowned, and yet no Water near 
them? and how ſo many Thouſands could periſh 
for want, of Water, almoſt by the Side of a great 
Plenty of Water? wonderful and miraculous 
Things indeed! Any Thing to contradict the ſa- 
cred Hiſtorian, which appears to be this Author's 
chief Aim. In this Page he ſuppoſes Me/es to be 
a Cheat, and that this Cheat and Arrogancy was 
the Cauſe why God would not ſuffer him to go 
into the Land of Canaan; all contrary to the ex. 
preſs Words of the Hiſtorian ; for thee it is ex- 
preſly ſaid, that God commanded him to ſtrike the 
Rock, in the Sight of the People, and that 
Water did come out upon his thus ſtriking of 
it; ſo that this is our Author's great Mi- 
ſtake. 

Thirdly, There are ſome Inſtances mentioned 
by theſe facred Hiſtorians, of Things which are 
ſuppoſed to be done by God himſelf, which theſe 
Gentlemen think contrary to theNature of Things; 
one of which is, That God ſhould ſend a lying 


Spirit 


| 
| 
[ % 


MH, Spirit in the Mouth of his Prophets, 1 Kings xxii. 
22. This is ſuppoſed to be contrary to God's Per- 


to deceive his Creatures, p. 105. Tis here re- 


the Command of Ahab and Jezebel. I think they 


this Action to be contrary to the Nature of Things, 


the utter Deſtruction of their Brethren : But who 


ee 


fections, and to the Nature of Things, for God 


markable, that the goo Prophets are ſaid to be his, 
that is, Ahab's prophetick Prophets, that were at 


may be called Flatterers, and falſe Prophets. And 
was it not juſt and wiſe to cauſe them who loved 
to deceive themſelves and others, to be deceived, 
and publickly expoſed to Contempt. This very 
Action wrought ſuch a Reformation, that we don't 
find any Mention of any ſuch Prophets for ſeveral 
Generations after, If this Author is able to ſhew 


J hope he will favour the World with that new 
Light. It is remarkable, that this Author ſeldom 
cites any Text but what he adds ſomething to it 
which is not contained in it; thus here, p. 204. he 
fays the whole Poſſe of the Prophets to give the 
King of Aram the Victory; but the Hiſtorian 
tells us of none but Micab: And I do not ſee how 
he could give Victory, when at the ſame Time 
he was put in Priſon by Ahab. Again, he ſays, 
p-. 203, 204. that King A/a was put upon mak- 
ing an Alliance with Benbadad King of Syria, for 


did put him upon it, our Author has not told us; 
however, he ſays this Alliance was approved of by 
the Prophets of the Lord, and A/a ſays he was il 
juſtified by them in it; and not one Word of 
Truth in all this, but on the contrary, he was 
ſharply reproved by one of the Prophets, 2 Chron. 
xvi. 7. for this very Action. All his Rage is againſt 
the Prophets of the Lord, who he ſays were the 
Hiſtorians, p. 204. Now, as this Author is fo 
| | handy 
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handy at villifying the Lord's Prophets, let us ſee 

what he ſays of good old Eliſha, he ſuppoſes him 

to be a very bad Man, he lays Hazael's Crime of 
murdering his Maſter to the Prophet, or at leaſt 
he ſuppoſes this to be the Caſe, 2 Kings viii. 8. 
and following Verſes. Page 198, he ſays the Pro- 
phet told the Captain, that his Maſter's Diſtemper 
was not in itſelf mortal, but that he might reco- 
ver, yet the Lord had ſhewed him that he, FHazael, 
ſhould be King of Syria: And this, ſays the Mo- 
ral Philoſopher, could be done no other Way but 
by diſpatching the King, whoſe Difeaſe was not 
otherwiſe mortal. But why, Mr. Philoſopher, might 
not Hazael have come to the Kingdom without 
killing his Maſter, could not he have ſtaid till his 
Maſter had died naturally, and then he might 
have been King without being a Murderer ? Will 
you not own this to be your Miſtake? Was nor 
David told that he ſhould be King over Iſrael? 
Could not that be fulfilled unleſs he killed the 
King? We know the contrary, ſo any one may 
ſee that this Author is greatly miſtaken, and does 
this to bring the Guilt of Hazae/s Murder upon 
the Prophet; for if he might be King without 
Murder, then the Prophecy might be fulkilled, 
without the Prophets being guilty of his Sin. This 
Method, fays he, the aſpiring Captain took, and 
ſo came to the Kingdom by divine Authority. This 
Man wants to-prove, that this Murder was com- 
mitted by divine Appointment, that ſo if poſſible 
he might prove both the Prophet and his God to 
be wicked, He has elſewhere affirmed the God 
of Vael to be a deſtroying Angel; and here he 
ſuppoſes him to be an Encourager of Murder, with- 
out the leaſt Shadow of Truth on his Side : We 
may as well argue, that becauſe our Saviour told 
Judas 
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Judas that he would betray him, that therefote 
dur Lord was the Cauſe of Fudas's Sincontrary to 
every Man's Reaſon. It was in the Prophet's Power 
faysour Author, to ſet an ambitious Servant in 


the right Way to obtain the Crown by Treachery 


and Murder : And this he did, fays the Moral 


Philoſopher, after he had compounded with him 


for the Peace of his own Country ; but this is not 
tue I imagine, that this Author thinks that they 


who read his Book, will not read the Bible, and 
therefore it don't fignify what he ſays, fo as he 
can but reproach the God of 1ſrae! and his Pro- 
phets. This Author frequently tells us, that Mi- 


racles and Prophecies are no certain Proofs of di- 


vine Authority, becauſe Devils have Power to 
work Miracles, and to foretel future Events : But 


our Lord gives us a certain Rule to judge of theſe 
Things by, when he ſaid, by their Fruits we ſhall 


Enow them. All Miracles muſt be performed by 


a ſupernatural Power, either of a good Spirit or a 
bad one. Now all that we have to enquire into, 
is whether theſe Miracles naturally tend to en- 


courage Virtue or Vice. There is certainly a great 
deal of Difference between the Deſign of God 
and df the Devil in their working Miracles, or 
foretelling future Events: And ſo, if Men are de, 
ceived about theſe Things, it muſt be becauſe they 


will not diſcern Virtue from Vice, or Good from. 
Evil, or Light from Darkneſs. 2 


Fourtbly, Another Complaint brought againſt 
the ſacred Hiſtorians 1s, that they frequently af- 


firm that the Sacrifices-under the Law were ap- 


pointed by God; but this Author, as well as 
many more, will have it to be an Invention of, 


and calculated by Moſes, and directed for the tem- 


poral carnal Intereſt, Wealth, and Power of the 
TE 3 8 £4 Poli- 
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Politician, that is Moſes, Page 265. This ſtrikes 
at the Foundation of all revealed Religion, be- 
cauſe the Hiſtorians of the Old and New Teſta- 
ment do univerſally allow "that Moſes had his 
Commiſſion from God ; and that theſe Sacrifices 
were of divine Appointment: I conceive. there- 
fore, if we have any Regard to the Bible, we 
ought to conſider of what Uſe and Service theſe 
Sacrifices were to Mankind at that Time. This 
Author ſuppoſes, that they were of Uſe to the ful- 
filling that Law, that is, they were commanded 
to offer Sacrifices; if they did offer them, then they 
kept the Law ; if not, then they broke it. But. 
this don't ſhew us any thing of the Reaſonableneſs 
of the Law, nor do I ſuppoſe he deſigned it ſhould, 
ſo that we have till the Reaſonableneſs of the Law 
of Moſes to inquire after; for if that Law was 
not reaſonable, or according -to the Nature of 
Things, it could not be divine; this, I confeſs, is 
ſo much the more difficult, as there is none that I 
know of, have ever fairly proved it ; and if I at- 
tempt to prove it, I expect to incur thereby the 
Reſentment of the Deiſts, who many of them are, 
and have been my good Friends, and have frequent- 
ly helped me in many times of Need. Theſe 
Gentlemen don't defire to have it ſhewn, that 
the Law of Moſes was rational, becauſe that will 


W unravel all their Schemes, which they have of a 


long Seaſon ſuppoſed to be right. And they think 
it hard, that I, who have received Favours from 
them, ſhould write againſt them ; my End in it 
1s to do them Good, as well as others; to ſet them 
right in thoſe Things wherein I think them wrong, 
and I deſire they would not be offended at that. 
As to the common Notion of theſe Sacrifices, it is 
I think monſtrous Nonſenſe, namely, that theſe 

| ES Beaſts 


(36) 
Beaſts were ſacrificed to ſignify that Chriſt, when 
he came, ſhould fatisfy God's Juſtice for Men's 
Sins: This could not be the Caſe, becauſe thoſe 
Sacrifices were only appointed for Sins of Igno- 
rance, or for Sins repented of, which were wil- 
ful. Now, in neither of theſe Caſes, could Sa- 
crifice be of any Service, in reſpect to God him- 
ſelf; for if Men fin ignorantly, it cannot be ſup- 
poſed that God will puniſh them for that, unleſs 
they were thus ignorant, through their own Care- 
leſſneſs, which makes it wilful Sin, and wilful Sins 
repented of, God will not puniſh, it being con- 
trary to his Perfections, and his frequent Declar- 
ations to Mankind, ſo that thoſe Sins that theſe 
Sacrifices were offered for, were of ſuch a Nature 
that God would not have puniſhed, had there 
been no Sacrifices offered for them; ſo that theſe 
Sacrifices could not ſignify Chriſt's ſatisfying God's 
Law for Men's Sins, unleſs we ſuppoſe that God 
will not forgive Men's Sins of Ignorance, or Sins 
repenied of without a Satisfaction, which is the 
fame as to fay Blood and Miſery are more pleaſ- 
ing to God than Repentance, which cannot be 
admitted; ſo that I think it is very plain, that 
theſe Sacrifices were not Types of Cbriſt; under 
this View of Things, my Meaning is this, that 
neither the Sacrifices under the Law, nor 
Chriſt's Sacrifice, were deſigned to pacify God's 
Diſpleaſure againſt Sinners; but on the contrary, 
God appointed theſe Things on Purpoſe that ig- 
' Norant and repenting Sinners might not ſuffer ; ſo 


that neither theſe Sacrifices, nor that of Chriſt, did 


at all propitiate the divine Being, but were Means 


made uſe of to prevent Men's ſuffering ; hetein I 


think lies the Miſtake, Chriſtians in general are- 


too apt to imagine, that all Afflitions come from 


God, whereas it is eaſy to diſcern, that Creatures 


fre- 
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frequently affli one another contrary to the Will 
and Command of God. Now for God to provide 
Means whereby to prevent*ſuch Evils, that. is for 
one Creature to hurt and abuſe another; and for 
Men to be ſo monſtrouſly ſtupid as to imagine, that 
ſuch a wiſe Contrivance was only to propitiate 
himſelf, ſhews a great deal of Ignorance in all 
thoſe who have thus miſrepreſented ſuch a plain 
Caſe. God appointed Sacrifices at one Time, and 


& ſent his Son at another Time, to anſwer theſe va- 


luable Ends; and perverſe Men will have it that 
God only deſigned it to propitiate himſelf; and if 
others ſee that this cannot be the Caſe, then they 
will have it that theſe Contrivances muſt ſignity 
nothing at all; and ſo the Papiſis, Calviniſts, and 
Deiſts ſeems to be united together, to deſtroy all 
true Religion out of the World: Theſe ſeveral 
Sorts of Perſons can write hundreds of Volumes 
one againſt another, and yet give little or no Light 
to the World: The Calviniſts can write againſt the 
Papiſts, and can ſhew them their Errors; the Pa- 
piſts can write againſt the Calvin;fts, and ſhew 
them their Miſtakes : However, if they can't, I 
am ſure I can; the Deiſts can write againſt both 
Papiſts and Calviniſts, and the Papiſts and Calviniſts 
can ſhew the Deiſt their Miſtakes, I think any im- 
partial Perſon can ſhew that all theſe ſeveral Sorts 
of Profeſſors are wretchedly miſtaken. 

The Writer to the Hebrews ſpeaks of the Sacri- 
fices under the Law, as appointed to purify the 
Fleſh, that is, ſays the Margin of ſome of our 
Bibles, to purify the Fleſh in the Sight of Men: 
But who can put any Senſe at all on ſuch Words? 
Can any body conceive how throwing Blood-A ſhes 
and Water mixed together can purify theminMen's 
Sight, or rather would not ſuch Things defile the 
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. F lech! in Men- s Sight; ſo that I think I may affirm 
that theſe Sacrifices did no Good to recommend 
thoſe for whom they were offered either to God 
or Men, that is, according to the forementioned 
Suppoſitions of Sacrifices being Types of Chriſt's 
ſatisfying God's Law and Juſtice, or purifying the 
Fleſh in the Sight of Men: Here I think the Col 
viniſts are all in Confuſion, by their affirming that 
Cbriſt gave Satisfaction to his Father for the Igno- 
rant and Penitent, that is the ſame as to ſay where 
nothing 1s due, there he pays the whole Debt, 
We are certain, from the Nature of God, that he 
will not puniſh any for that which they cannot 
help, through Ignorance, or what is ſincerely re- 
pented of. And therefore, according to theſe 
| Suppoſitions, Chriſt ſuffered and died in vain, and 


the Sacrifices under the Law were altogether uſe- | 


leſs; theſe their Notions are naturally the Cauſe 
why the Deiſts are in ſuch Confuſion about theſe 
Things, for want of due Conſideration. 

' The Papifts, they pretend to uſe the Suffer- 
ings and Merits of Chriſt to enrich their Church, 
as I have proved long ago, even contrary to all 
Senſe and Reaſon: And thus the whole Chriſtian 
Religion is thrown into the utmoſt Confuſion, ei- 
ther becauſe Men will not thoroughly confider, or 
becauſe it is contrary to their Intereſt to diſcover 
the Truth of the Caſe, I think the only Way to 
know what Uſe Sacrifices bave been to Mankind, 
is to enquire thus ; have we any Inſtances of any 
Good that ever was done by theſe Sacrifices? And 
if we would know what Uſe Chriſt's Undertak- 
ing has been to the World, we ſhould enquire 
what Benefit the World have received there- 
by; and can none of theſe Gentlemen of the 
Papiſts, Calvinifts, or Deiſts, find out any Bene- 
fit that has accrued to Mankind by the —_— 
undes 


r 
under the Law, or Chriſt's Sacrifice, ſo as for it tio 
appear conſiſtent with the Nature of Things, and 
the Perfections of God. My Deſign at preſent is 
to ſhew in what Senſe the Sacrifices under the Law 
was called a Shadow of good Things to come, Heb, 
x. 1. Now that theſe Things were of God's ap- 
pointing, the Hiſtorian is very expreſs. The 
Writer to the Hebrews affirms, that the Holy. 
Ghoſt ſignified by the Services they performed, 
that the Way into the holieſt of all was not yet 
opened : And St. Paul faid, that the Law was a 
School-Maſter to bring us to Chriſt ; t ac- 
cording to thoſe ſacred Penmen, the Sacrifices un- 


der the Law was not ſo uſeleſs as/ this Author 
would have them to be, yet at the ſame Time it 
is ſaid, that the nothing perfect, but 


that theſe Things were to the Time ofthe Refor- 
mation, He. vii. 19. Chap. ix. 10. 

And tho' it is ſaid that God took no Pleaſure in 
them, yet they were appointed to anſwer valuable 
Ends: I ſhall mention two Things wherein Sacri- 
fices were of Service at that Time, and that Chriſt 
came to anſwer the ſame Deſign, to a greater Per- 
fection, or in other Words, that Chriſt came to 
make an End of that which theſe Sacrifices were 
always repeating, and never could finiſh, ſo as not 
to need to be repeated again. 

Firſt, We find that Sacrifices were appointed 
of God, to ſtop the Rage of evil Angels, 2 Sam. 
xxiv. 18, 25; but here ſome do object, and ſay, 
how can the all- perfect God need to uſe any Means 
to check or controul any, even the higheſt Order 
of his Creatures? 

Anſwer, We are not to enquire what God can 
do, but what he does, or has done, he 22 
ly works by Inſtruments, But I ſuppoſe the main 
Queſtion. here will be, how it can be conſiſtent 
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with Reaſon, for Sacrifices to havs any Tendency 


10 ſtop the Rage of theſe evil Beings? Anſwer, 
As this appears to to be an Ordinance. of God to 
purify the Fleſh, or to preſerve them from the Ca- 


| Kmities which otherwiſe would overtake them ; 


io their offering of Sacrifices were an outward 
Profeſſion of Repentance, and thereby a Claim 
to Pardon on God's own Terms, and in this Senſe - 


I take it, that it tended to purify the Fleſh, that 


i, preſerve them from temporal Judgments ; it is 


evident that this was the Idea F9gb had of it when 
he offered Sacrifices for his Children, Feb i. 5. 


and this was the Notion that - Job's Friends had, 
that the Offering of Sacrifices were deſigned even 


by God himſelf, to exempt them from ſome tem- 


poral Judgments, which otherwiſe were like to 
overtake them: And I think the Author of the 


Moral Philoſopher is greatly miſtaken to charge it 
as a Contrivance of Moſes, calculated and directed 


to promote his carnal Intereſt, Wealth, and Power, 
p. 265 ; whereas Abraham frequently offered Sas 
crifices; and even in the firſt Age of the World, 
we find this Cuſtom of offering Sacrifices was 

actiſed; and how then can he ſuppoſe it was 
a Contrivance of Moſes, when we ſind it ſo fre- 
quently practiſed, long before his Days by good 
Men? how frepuently do we find, that whilſt the 
Children of 1/rae/ were in the Wilderneſs, by 
their Offerings Plagues were ſtopped, Life ſaved, 
and the People delivered from Deſtruction. Thoſe 


evil Angels appear by the Hiſtorians to be God's 


Executioners : theſe Things at leaſt ſuppoſe, that 
whoever contrived. it, it was for the Good of 
Mankind, eſpecially the ſober and religious Part 
of them. Thoſe evil Beings frequently made Ha- 
vock of Mankind in the early Ages of the World, 
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we have an Account of an hundred and fourſcore 
and five Thouſands deſtroyed by one Angel in one 
Night. Many more Inſtances might be given, 
tho there may be ſome Objections againſt What I 
have-here propoſed ; yet as this Author has ſhewn 
us no Reaſon againſt the Uſefulneſs of Sacrifices 
under the Law, ſo I ſhall refer what may be farther _ 
ſaid of this Matter till ſome Reaſons are produced 

againſt it. Here I obſerve, that if theſe Deiſts can- 
not ſhew any Abſurdity in what has been bere 

propoſed, then we ſhall know that there may be 
ſome Things uſeful in Religion, which none can 
know but by a Revelation from God, and this will 
| ſpoil our Author's reaſoning againſt revealed Re- 
ligion. N 5 3 
A I obſerve, that if what I have here of- 
fered may be admitted, then we learn that how 

malicious ſoever Creatures may be one againſt 
another, yet God in his Wiſdom can find out 
Means whereby to deliver the Oppteſſed, and to 

- puniſh the Oppreſſor, far above what our ſhallow 

Reaſon can comprehend ; and fo this Author is 

miſtaken when he pleads againſt the Uſefulneſs of 
divine Revelation, Give me leave to ſuppoſe a_ 
Cafe, which I think is to the Purpoſe of this Ar- 
gument, and not without conſiderable Grounds | 
for it; namely, that in the early Ages of the 
World it was governed by Angels, who took all 


Advantages to deſtroy theſe lower inferior Crea= - 


tures, eſpcially Mankind; now Men could know 
nothing of the Power and Policy of theſe inviſi- 
ble Creatures, and if God ſaw that the Offering 
Sacrifices would prevent the Deſtruction of Man- 
kind, would it not then be wife, juſt, and good 
for him to reveal this to Men ſome Way or other, 
Which could never be found out by Reaſon ; 9 
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ſo a Revelation above Reaſon, not contrary to 


Reaſon, may be neceſſary. 
The only Objection againſt this that I know Fo 
1s that it don't ſeem to agree with God's Perfec- 


tions, and the Nature of Things, to appoint ſuch 


wicked Beings to be Governors over his Crea- 


tion. 


To which I anſwer, we know in Fact, that 
there has been many human Governors who have 
been the Cauſe of a great deal of Deſtruction and 


Miſery amongſt their Fellow - Creatures; though 


God permitted them to be Governors, yet he did 
not give them Peave to de miſchievous, and he 
knows how to fecompence both the Oppreſlors 
and the Oppreſſed; every rational Being has a 


Power to make a good or bad Ule of the Abilities 


which God beſtows upon him, and they muſt be 
accountable to him for it at laſt. 

Thus God might permit theſe evil Beings to 
govern the World for a Time, and appoint Sacri- 
fices to prevent their Rage, and thereby cauſe 
ſomething of a Harmony in the Midſt of Confu- 
fion, till the Reformation brought abour by 
Chriſt; I fay this may be the Caſe for any Thing 
that appears to the contrary; it is, I think, agree- 
able to Scripture, and not at all contrary to Rea- 
fon ; however, if this Author, or any Body elle, 
can ſhew, any IncovGfleny in it, as contrary to 
the Nature of Things, I ſuppoſe I ſhall hear 
of it. 

Now, as I obſerved before, Chriſt came to fi- 
niſh what the Sacrifices only ſhadowed out, name- 
ly, a Deliverance from tyrannical Enemies; and 
theſe evil Beings, tho' inviſible, aimed at a tem- 

ral Deſtruction, and our Lord came to fave 


the World from temporal Deſtruction, as I think 
her I 
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I have proved beyond all Exceptions, in a late 
Pamphlet entitled, The Deift turn d Chriſtian, 
the Papiſt turn d Proteſtant, and the Calviniſt 
turd Arminian, and tho' it was communicated 
to many Deiſts, and to many Calviniſts, yet none 
have ever yet anſwered it, to which I refer the 
Reader. Rs WES, bb 

Now it Chriſt came to deliver the World from 
temporal Calamities, as is there evidently proved 
he did, then he came to do effectually what 
the Sacrifices under the Law were appointed to 
do imperfectly; and thus Chriſt was the Anti- 
type ofheſe Sacrifices, and therefore it is ex- 
preſly that the Law made nothing perfect; 
and that this Commandment of offering Sacri- 
fices was diſannulled; the Meaning I take, to be 
this, that the Sacrifices were appointed to check 
the Power of thoſe evil Beings, but when Chriſt 
came he took away all their uſurped Power ; this 
Conſideration will ſer aſide all this Author's Ar- 
guments againſt Chriſt. being a temporal Deli- 
. verer, and ſo many Prophecies of his being a 
temporal Deliverer will appear conſiſtent ; and 
this Author, and many more, will appear incon- 
ſiſtent, when thoroughly examined. 

Secondly, again, there was another Uſe of theſe 
Sacrificee, namely, to ſecure the extraordinary 
Aſſiſtance of God in Favour of thoſe for whom 
they were offered: An Inſtance of this we have 
1 Sam. vii. 9, 10. Then Samuel took a ſucking 
Lamb, and offered it all together, for a Burnt- 
Offering unto the Lord; and Samuel cried to the 
Lord for Iſrael, and the Lord heard bim: And as 
Samuel offered the Burnt-Offering, the Philiſtines 
came to fight againſt Iſrael, but the Lord thundred 
with a great Thunder that Day upon the Philiſtines, 
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and ſcattered them, ſo they were ſlain befor 
Iſrael. 7 | | | 

I mentioned this Inſtance to ſhew that Sacti- 
fices were uſeful, if the Perſons who thus offered 
them, and the Perſons for whom they were 
offered, were proper Objects, that is, if they who 
thus invocated the divine Being were more con- 
formable to him than they who were their Ene- 
mies, then theſe Sacrifices were prevalent for ex- 
traordinary Aſſiſtance; this ſeems to be the No- 
tion Baalam had of Sacrifices ; he ſuppoſes that 
had Moab been as conformable to real Virtue as 
Tjrael was at that Time, they had beegggboth on 
a Level; and ſo according to this, = OY were 
moſt important would have been moſt ſucceſsful, 
Baalam offered up a Multitude of Sacrifices to pre- 
vail upon God to do what he knew he was not 
willing to do; this I take to be his Crime, yet 
this don't ſuppoſe Sacrifices not to be efficacious, 
it ſuppoſes that it was known by Experience to be 
efficacious in common, or elſe they would not 
have beſtowed ſuch great Expences upon them. 

When a wonderful Deliverance was to be 
wrought out for 1/rae! by Gideon, Fudges vi. 
then God ordered an Offering to be offered up, 
before Gideon was: to go againſt the Midianites 
and Amalekites; tis ealy to ice, if we are impar- 
tial, that this Sacrifice was not offered to propi- 
tiate the Deity, but it was to be a Sign, a pub- 
lick Sign of Reformation, before God would af- 
ford them extraordinary Aſſiſtance; they muſt 
break down the Image of Baal, and offer Sacrifice 
to the Lord, and after this God afforded extraor- 
dinary Aſſiſtance for their Deliverance. Now it 
is evident, that God was willing to deliver them 
before the Sacrifice was offered, and ſo it could 
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be no more than the N 120 by divine Appoint- 


ment to introduce a ſurpriſing Interpoſition of 


Providence; this I think is a remarkable Inſtance 


of the Uſefulneſs of Sacrifice, as a Means God 
appointed to fave Men from Deſtruction. And 
in the Days of Elijab, when God delivered the 
Ifraelites from Famine, this was introduced by 
Sacrifice, by God's own ſpecial Command. Now, 
as Idaid before, theſe Sacrifices were appointed to 
ſtop the Rage of evil Angels, and to procure ex- 
traordinary Aſſiſtances; ſo theſe Things were to 
continue till the Coming of Chriſt, who when he 
came, ſo, conquered the Devil and the Powers of 
Darkreſs, that Sacrifices have ever ſince been uſe- 
leſs; and a mighty Infuſion of the Holy Ghoſt 
was poured out on Men after his Reſurrection ; 
ſo that what the Sacrifices were appointed to do 
imperfectly Chriſt did to Perfection, and ſo was 
in a true and proper Senſe the Antitype of theſe 
Sacrifices: There are many Expreſſions in the 
New Teſtament which leads our Thoughts this 
Way, 1 Cor. v. 7. Cbriſt our Paſſover was ſacri- 


ficed for us; in theſe Words the Apoſtle refers to 


the ſacrificing the Paſchal Lamb, to prevent the 
deſtroying Angel from deſtroying the Firſt-born 


of the Children of T/rael in Egypt; which is as 


much as to ſay, Chriſt was the Antitype of thoſe 
Sacrifices, to ſubdue the Power of deſtroying 
Angels; and he is ſaid to ſpoil Principalities and 
Powers, triumphing over them on the Croſs, and 
that the Prince of this World was judged, and 
that through Death, he might deſtroy him that 
had the Power of Death, that is, the Devil, and 
that he was manifeſt to deſtroy the Works of the 
Devil; theſe and many other Texts naturally 
ſuppoſes, that Chriſt was the Antitype of theſe 
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Sacrifices,, and that he came to conquer thaſ 
Beings which Sacrifices were appointed to. check 
and reſtrain. I know the uſual Objection brought 
againſt theſe Arguments, namely, that God can 
controul the Power of any of his Creatures with- 
out theſe Means, ſo he can puniſh wicked Men 
here, without appointing Magiſtrates to do it for 
bim; but tho' he can do it without Means, yet 
we find it is his uſual Method to do it by ſuch 
Means. Thoſe Gentlemen who oppoſe theſe 
plain Ideas, ſhould tell us wherein 11 is contrary to 
the Perfections of God, and to the Nature of 
Things, for God ſo to act; if they cannot, then 
they ought not to cavil at that which may be true, 

for any thing they can ſay to the contraty. 
Now, that I may fully make appear, that the 


Papiſts, Calviniſis, and Deiſts are miſtaken, I | 


| ſhall attempt to prove theſe following Things. 
Firſt, That this World was governed by Angels 
before the Coming of Chr. 

Secondly, That our Lord, when he came, ſub- 
dued theſe Angelick Powers, and ſo had the whole 
Power committed to him by God his Father. 

Thirdly, That Chrift purified Angels by his 
Coming, Death, and Sufferings. 

Fourti ly, That all rational Creatures in Hea- 
ven and Earth are to be reconciled to God and one 
another by the undertaking Death, and Sufferings 
of Chris. 

[ believe theſe Conſiderations will make it ap- 
pear, that theſe three Sorts of Profeflors are ut- 
terly and evidently wrong. The Deiſts do not 
love to hear of Angels governing this World, or 
that our Lord came to ſubdue them, or that he 
purified Angels by his undertaking Death, and 


: ufferings ; or that all rational Creatures 1 in Hea- 
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ven and Eearth can be reconciled to God and one 

anqther by him; theſe Things they cannot find 
out without a Revelation, that is, they cannot 
find out theſe Things by Reaſon unaſſiſted by Re- 
velation. ; | | | | 

Theſe Things naturally confound the Deiſts, 
they cannot admit any thing in Religion, bur 
what they can find out without a Revelation ; and 
they know theſe forementioned Propofitions do not 
uphold, but deſtroy their Scheme. The Caluiniſts, 
they cannot bare the Thoughts of Chriſt's coming 
to conquer the Power of Darkneſs, to purify An- 
gels, and to reconcile all rational Things in Hea- 
ven and Earth to God and one another; they think 
he came here to anſwer a quite different Purpoſe, 
namely, to ſatisfy God and his Law only for a 
tow... 

The Papiſts, they cannot bear the Thought of 
Chriſt coming to anſwer the forementioned Pur- 
poſes, becauſe that will take away all the Profits 
of their Church ; then all their Pretences to grant 
Pardons and Indulgencies will be utterly loſt ; and 
what then will become of Chriſtianity, if this, 
that I am contending for, ſhould take Place ; then 
farewel to Prieſtcraft, there will then be an End 
to ſophiſtical Deiſm, and there will be an utter 
Overthrow of all imputed Righteouſneſs and Sin, 
and then I expect to ſee the Chriſtian Religion as 
it was in the firſt Age of it. 

Firſt, this World was governed by Angels, be- 
fore Chriſt came in the Fleſh, John xii, 51. Now 
ſhall the Prince of this World be caſt out. Ch. xvi. 
11, The Prince of this World is judged. Theſe 
Expreſſions naturally ſuppoſe, that this World was 
governed by Angels. And our Saviour did not con- 
tradict what the Devil affirmed concerning this 
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Matter, Luke iv. 5, 6. The Devil ol him up into 
an bigh Mountain, and ſhewed him all the King - 
doms of the World; the Devil ſaid to him, what 3 is 
to Jeſus, all this Power will give thee, and the 
Glory of thoſe Kingdoms; for that is delivered to 
me, and to whomſoever I will I give it. This De- 
claration of the Devil concerning his Power over 
the Kingdoms of this World, was not at all con- 
tradicted by our Saviour; he indeed refuſed with 
Abhorrence the Condition, offered him to wor- 
ſhip the Devil; but does not in the leaſt intimate, 
that he had not ſo much Power as he pretended 
to; the Hiſtorian would have mentioned ſomething 
undoubtedly of it, if this had not been the Caſe; 
there was a Notion of worſhipping of Angels; had 
not this been common in St. Paul's Days, he 
would not have ſpoke againſt it, Col. ii. 18. Theſe 
Angels, I take, mean inviſible Powers; andI 
can't think that thoſe who worſhipped Idols in 
former Generations, but that they looked farther 
than their Images, which were to repreſent ſome 
inviible Power. 

We find that the Kingdoms of old had different 
Gods one from another ; and they did not ſuppoſe 
that their ownGod was the only one. TheKing of 
Aſhur tells Hezekiah of a great Nnmber of Gods 
he and his Father had deſtroyed, 2 Kings xix. he 
ſpeaks of it by way of boaſting, to ſhew what 
ercat ſuperior Power they had; and therefore he 
muſt ſuppoſe, that every one of theſe Gods had 
conſiderable Power, ſo that I think it is natural to 
believe they did not "look only to their Images, but 
to ſome inviſible Power repreſented by them. 

Secondly, That Chrift, by his Humiliation, 

. Sufterings, and Death, ſubdued thoſe Angelick 
Powers, and afterwards had the whole Authority 


com 


) : | 
committed to him by his Father. This appears to 
be the Caſe from ſeveral plain Texts of Scripture, 
as that through Death be deſtroyed him that bad the 
Power of Death, that is the Devil, Heb, ii. and 
Col. ii. 15. and hath Boiled Principalities and Powers, 
and made a Show of them openly, triumpbing over 
them on the Croſs. Theſe Texts are, I think as 
plain as Words can expreſs it, that our Lord did 
prevail over evil Angels, that is the Power of 
Darkneſs, by his being obedient to the Death of 
the Croſs: But ſome perhaps will ſay theſe Things 
are unintelligible ; How, ſay they, could Chriff 
overcome his Enemies by his ſubmitting to Death: 
To which I anſwer he is faid to be made perfect 
through Sufferings, and he ſuffered being tempted 
that he might ſuccour them that are tempted; and 
it appeared by his thus ſubmitting to Death, that 
nothing could prevail upon him to deſert Truth, 
or diſobey his Father's Will. If theſe evil Reings 
could have prevailed upon him by all the Temp- 
tations and Afflictions which they could pour out 
upon him, to turn his Back upon Truth, and ſo 
diſobey his God and Father; then they would 
have conquered him; but as they could not thus 
prevail upon him, he by Death overcame them, 
and therefore God highly exalted him, and gave 
to him all Power in Heaven and Earth, and con- 
ſequently theſe wicked Angels muſt have loſt the 
Power they had before, ſo that as Sacrifices under 
the Law were to check and controul the Rage of 
theſe evil Beings, Chriſt's Sacrifice took away their 
Power; I don't mean their Power to tempt, but 
their Power to deſtroy, they could ſtill tempt 
wicked Men to deſtroy; but could not do it them- 
ſelves. Now, if the Deiſt can prove this Scheme 
contrary to Reaſon, I ſhould be glad to hear it; if 
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they cannot, I ** they will conſider, that the 


cheme of revealed Religion may not be ſo bad as 
theyhave imagin'd; and if the Calviniſis can prove, 
that my Scheme is not ſo conſiſtent with Scrip- 


ture as theirs, I ſhould be glad to hear their Rea- 


ſons for it, if they have any; and the Papiſts alfo, 
if they have any Thing to object. 


Third, That Chriſt purified Angels by bis 
undertaking Death and Sufferings ; this tho' ſtrange 


to thoſe who have not enquired into it, yet I think 


it can be vindicated by Scripture, and it is not at 


all contrary to Reaſon and the Nature of Things : 

By Angels I mean thoſe Beings who kept their 
firſt Eſtate, who did not rebel Se their Crea- 
tor, which we commonly call good Angels, Heb. 
ix. 23, 24. It was then neceſſary that the Simi- 


litade of heavenly Things ſhould be purified with | 


better Sacrifices than theſe ; for Chriſt is not en- 
rered into the holy Places that are made with 
_— which are Similitudes of the true Sanctu- 

but is entered into Heaven, to appear now in 
= Preſence of God for us ; theſe Things here 
referred to are Beings in the Preſence of God, and 


muſt mean rational Beings, or elſe they could 


not be ſaid to be purified by Chriſt's Sacrifice, as 
it is ſaid Cob. i. 20. And by him, that is, the 
Father by his Son, to reconcile all J bing s to himſelf, 
and to ſet at Peace, thro' the Blood if his Croſs, 
both the Things in Heaven, and the Things on Earth. 
He tells us, -in Ver. 21, what he means by being 
reconciled, that is, to become holy and unblame- 


able; and indeed the Death of Chriſt could tend 


to no other Sort of Reconciliation; ſo that when 


Things in Heaven are ſaid to be reconciled or 


purified, it muſt mean that they were made more 
holy and virtuous, and conſequently muſt be ſup- 
| _ poſed 
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poſed to be rational Beings, or elſe they could 
not be capable of Holineſs and Virtue; and in- 

deed the Death and Sufferings of Chriſt, could 
not. tend to purify any other Sort of Beings than 

rational, becauſe he was to be an Example for 

others to follow and copy after; his Holineſs, 

Patience, and Self-denial, and this Sort of Purifi- 

cation may relate to Angels as well as Men, as 

may be farther conſidered by and by. 

Secondly, As theſe heavenly Beings here referred 
to, muſt be ſuppoſed to be rational free Agents, 
ſo we wn egy. een that they were 
imperfe& Beings, I don't mean wicked, but ſuch 
as were not ſo much cultivated as their Natures 
would admit of; this at leaſt muſt be the Caſe, 
or elſe they could not be faid to be purified. I 
know it is too much a common Notion amongſt 
Chriſtians, that an innocent Being is perfect; and 
thus they are guilty of ſeveral Miſtakes concern- 
ing our firſt Parents, they ſuppoſe them to be 
perfect in their Underſtanding as well as in Inno- 
cency, when they were firſt made ; whereas it ap- 
pears that their Underſtanding of the Nature of 
Things were very weak and feeble, or elſe they 
would not have been inſnared by the Subtilty of 
a Serpent, Again, the Precept that God gave 
them naturally ſuppoſes that they were very im- 
perfect, tho' innocent, he only commanded them 
not to eat of a particular Tree; even a Child of 
but very few Years of Age could eaſily have kept 
ſuch a Command as this; as God in his Wiſdom 
gives Commands to his Creatures, according to 
their Abilities, ſo we may naturally conclude that 
God knew their Abilities were very ſmall, by the 
Command which he gave them, Again, Their 
Underſtanding of God were very imperfect, or elſe 
1 H they 
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they would not have gone to hide themſelves from 
bim among the Trees of the Garden, after they 
had received greater Knowledge by eating of that 
Tree, for the Fruit of that Tree tended to in- 
creaſe Knowledge, and not to diminiſh it. From 
hence I conclude, that our firſt Parents were very 
imperfe at their firſt Appearance in this World, 
notwithſtanding ſo many Gentlemen have very 
much magnified their great Perfections, in their 
Innocency, to ſerve another Purpoſe, to ſupport 
their Errors; they tell us of the many great 


Things which we loſt by the Fall, whereas our 


firſt Parents loſt but two Things themſelves by it, 
namely, their Innocency, and the Uſe of the Tree 
of Life, and 'tis evident that their Poſterity could 


lots but one of theſe by it, namely, the Uſe of 


the Tree of Life, that is, we muſt all die, be- 
cauſe they thus ſinned, but all their Poſterity comes 
into this World as innocent as they were before 
they ſinned ; as our Saviour evidently ſuppoſes, 
when he ſaid, ſpeaking of Infants, For of ſuch are 
the Kingdom of Heaven. I mention theſe Things 


to ſhew, that thoſe who-are innocent may yet 


need great Cultivation and Improvements; and in 
this Senſe I take ir, that heavenly Beings were ca- 
pable to be purified and improved by the Conde- 
ſcention and Humiliation of their great Prince, the 
Son of God the Maker of all Things, and his 
Exaltation naturally taught them that Humility 
andSelt-denial were the only way to laſtingHonour 
and Happineſs. The Scripture intimates, that 
the Sins of the fallen Angels were Pride, Envy, 
and Cruelty ; theſe ſacred Books alſo let us know, 
that only ſome of the Angels thus fell from their 


| Innocency ; but we may, I think, conclude that 


thoſe who did not follow the evil Examples of their 
| | 5 Bre- 
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Brethren, had in them the ſame natural Diſpoſi- 
tions to Selfiſhneſs as they had which finned, 

which is the Root of Pride, Envy, and Cruelty, 
and of all other moral Evils. God did not deſign 
to make his rational Creation perfect at once; tis 
contrary to the Nature of free Agents to be made 
free from Selfiſhneſs at once, that muſt be done 
by Degrees, by Experience and Improvements: 
I fay, they who did not fin had in them natural- 
ly the ſame Selfiſhneſs as they who did conſent to 
debaſe their rational Nature, even as they amongſt 
Men who are good and virtuous, 'tis becauſe they 
deny themſelves of their natural Inclinations. 
Now the Humiliation and Exaltation of the Son 
of God naturally tends to eſtabliſh thoſe innocent 
heavenly Beings in their cultivated Virtue ; ſhall 
the Son of God himſelf, who made all Things, fo 
humble himſelf, as to ſuffer and die for ſuch con- 
temptible Creatures as Mankind? this naturally 


helps them to damp and conquer the firſt Thought 


of Pride and Envy; however 'tis plain, that there 
were ſome Marks of too much Diſagreement be- 
tween heavenly Things and earthly Beings, or elſe 
there would be no need for Chriſt to ſhed his 

Blood to reconcile them together, Colgſſ. i. 20. 
Fourthly, This naturally leads us to confider, 
how all Things in Heaven and Earth are faid to 
be reconciled to God and one another, by the 
Blood, Death, and Sufferings of Chriſt; or, in 
other Words, how the Work of Prieſts under the 
Law may be faid to ſhadow out Chriſt's media- 
torial Office in Heaven ; for this ſeems to be the 
Caſe from our Lord's own Words, Fobn xiv. 2, 3. 
In my Father's Houſe are many dwelling Places, 
if it were not ſo 1 would have told you; J go to 
prepare a Place for you, I will come again and re- 
| 6 H 2 : ceive 


d , ** ** 8 


i e 
ceive you to myſelf, that where J am there ye may 
be alſo. Theſe Words naturally diſcover to us 
two Things; „irt, That Chriſt does act even in 
Heaven for the Benefit and Advantage of Men 
upon the Earth; ſecondly, That Heaven muſt be 
prepared for Men, as well as Men muſt be pre- 
pared for Heaven; the Meaning I take to be this, 
as tho' he had ſaid, Heaven itſelf would not be fit to 
i receive you, if I do not go and prepare thoſe In- 
! | habitants to receive you. This exactly agrees with 
_ Heb. ix. 24. Chriſt is entered into Heaven itſelf, to 
1 —.— now in the Preſence of God for us: Now 
as God's Sight or Preſence is every where, ſo we 
are naturally led to conceive that theſe Words do 
[ mean the Inhabitance of holy Ahgels, where God 
| does difcover himſelf in an extraordinary Manner, 
| he appears among them for us, that is, as I un- 
der ſtand it, he has prevailed on them, by his Ex- 
i ample of exceeding Condeſcention and Humility, 
# to ſo humble themſelves, as to admit human 
| Creatures, tho' greatly inferior to themſelves, in- 
| to their glorious Society; and this I take to be 
l Part of our Lord's Prieſtly Office. 
| I think it cannot mean that Chriſt reconciled 
or propitiated God: This cannot be the Caſe, be- 
cauſe he is infinitely kind to, his Creatures, with- 
dut any to propitiate him; it is ſo far from that, 
4 that the Undertaking of Chri/, as well as the Sa- 
| crifices under the Law,are both faid to be by God's 
= own Appointment, in Mercy and Pity to Man- 
| kind; and it is expreſly ſaid, that it was God's 
1 | Purpoſe to gather together all Things in Heaven and 
Earth in Chriſt, Eph. 1.9, 10, Now to gather 
or unite rational Creatures together in one Per- 
ſon does naturally ſuppoſe, that that Perſon is 
a Peace-maker between oppoſite Parties, or elſe 
how . 
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how can they be ſaid to be gathered together in 
him? The Jeus and Gentiles alſo are ſaid to be ſet 
at Peace by Chriſt, as well as Angels and Men; 

The Jeus looked on the Gentiles as not fit to 
keep them Company, till they were convinced by 
the Preaching of the Goſpel, that God regarded 
the Gentiles as well or as much as he did them; 
that there was no Reſpect of Perſons with him, 
and then thoſe of them who were converted, re- 
joiced to hear that God had granted Repentance 
to the Gentiles in like Manner alſo; the Angels, 
when they ſaw the Regard God had ſhewn to 
Mankind, rejoiced exceedingly, that there was 
Peace on Earth, and Good-will towards Men; 
this leads us to imagine, that theſe heavenly Bein 

were filled with Wonder, that God ſhould fend 
his Son to redeem Mankind. The Apoſtle tells 
us, that the Angels pry into theſe Things, and 
that they do learn by the Church the manifold 
Wiſdom of God concerning the Redemption of 
Mankind, Eph. iii. 10, But ſome object and ſay, 


according to this Repreſentation, Chriſt is a Me- 


diator between the Creatures, but the Apoſtle 
ſays, he is the one Mediator between God and 
Man. 8 
Anſuer, We cannot fo underſtand it, as that 
we muſt imagine God was really changed or re- 
conciled, but Creatures muſt be changed and re- 
concliled to God and one another: I confeſs, I 
cannot ſee any Thing in what I have advanced, 
either contrary to Scripture or Reaſon ; I know 
it is contrary to many unreaſonable Propoſitions 
of the Papi/ts, Calviniſts, and Deiſts. 

Some Gentlemen ſuppoſe that Chriſt came on- 
ly to preach Repentance, and to be an Example 
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to Mankind, of Piety and Goodnefs; this is all 
the Benefit they can find out that Chriſt has done 
to the Creation, by his Doctrine, Death, and 
|  Sufferings, The Papiſts and Calvinifts look upon 
this not to come up to the Meaning of ſome 
ſeipture Expreſſions, fuch as Propitiation, Atone- 
ment, Reconciliation, and making Peace by the 
Blood of his Croſs; theſe and ſuch like Expreſ- 
fions, are too ſtrong to be brought into theſe 
Gentlemen's Account of Things; they muſt cer- 
tainly mean ſomething more than to teach, and 
to be an Example to Mankind only. The Deiſts 
are ready enough tO allow, with the Pa piſts and 
Calviniſis, that thoſe fore- mentioned ſtrong Ex- 
preſſions naturally ſignify, imputing Chriſt's 
Righteouſneſs to Men, and his ſatisfying God and 
his Law in Men's ſtead. I ſay, the Deiſts will 
go ſo far with them, as to allow that theſe erro- 
neous Notions are contained in the Bible, that ſo 
they may have the better Opportunity to villify . 
thoſe ſacred Books; fo that J think, if we may 
fuppoſe the fore-mentioned ſtrong Expreſſions to 
mean no more than that Chriſt was an Example 
and a Teacher, that then we fhall ſtrengthen De- 
iſm, Calviniſm, and Popery ; becauſe we ſhould 
only prove, that we are more inconfiſtent to our 
own Perſuaſion than they are to theirs, 
And therefore I conclude, that the Notion of 
; _ Chriſt's conquering Devils, purifying of Angels, 
| and reconciling all Things together, both in 
* Heaven and Earth, is beate D Method that I 


ever heard of, to convince/the Deiſts, Caluiniſts, 
and Papiſts of their religious Miſtakes. | 
There appears one Objection againſt what I 
have offered, namely, if Chriſt did thus prepare 
a Habitation for his Diſciples in Heaven, then 
TE ans Lo: accord 
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according to that none, or but very few, could go 
to Heaven before Chriſt came in the Fleſh. | 
Anſwer, I do not love to be wiſe, above what 

is written; the Scripture is very filent in this Ref- 
pe, only the Apoſtle ſays, that they under the 
Law could not be made perfect without us, Heb, xi. 
40. this naturally does ſuppoſe that they who died 


before the Coming of Chriſt, were yet made per- _ 


fe by Chriſt; ſome do here object and ſay accor- 
ding to my former Repreſentation of the Caſe 
then, none received Benefit from Chriſt, but they 
of that Generation in which Chriſt lived. 

- Anſwer, this is a Miſtake. I only ſuppoſe that 
none but that Generation, could be juſtified by that 
Act of Cbriſi's Death, which is evidently plain, 
becauſe, asI obſerved, none can be juſtified, un- 
leſs they are firſt accuſed ; and none could poſſibly 
be accuſed at that Time, but ſuch who were then 
alive; for all of other Generations, who were 
either then dead, or they who were not then born, 
could not be capable of being ſo wicked as to de- 
ſerve to be deſtroyed ; and ſo could not be juſti- 
fied at that Time, that is, could not be acquitted 
of any charge brought againſt them, But theſe 
Objections are ſo weak, that they will not bear 
to be made publick by theſe Objecters; ſome who 
pretend to teach Mankind, endeavour to make 
plain Things hard and myſterious, that ſo they 
may make a Prey of their Fellow Creatures, that 


the World may think that they know ſomething _ 


extraordinary. This I think I have made appear 
beyond all Exceptions in the forementioned Pam 
phlet; wherein I have evidently proved that many 
Miniſters are as ſtupid and ignorant as a Man 
would be who was brought up to work on Metals, 
and yet could-never know any Difference between 
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hraſs and Gold, and Copper: One would hardly 
think ſuch a Man had any Reaſon at all; and what 
* Reaſon do thoſe Gentlemen exerciſe, who confound 
Juſtification and Pardon of Sins together. Theſe 
Ideas are as contrary to each other, as Braſs and 
Gold are different from each other. Can a Man 
be pardoned and yet juſtified, or not accounted 
guilty? can a Man be juſtified, that is declared 
not guilty, and yet be pardoned of that they were 
not guilty off? ſo that when a Man is juſtified, he 
cannot. be pardoned, that is, not in that Caſe 
wherein he is juſtified, I allow that many who, 
or may be accuſed of Guilt, may be innocent of 
the Charge brought againſt them, and yet may 
not be without Sin in other Caſes ; but to ſay they 
are both juſtified and pardoned for the ſame Charge 
of Guilt, is I think as bad as it is to fay there 
is no Difference between Braſs Copper or Gold. 
Theſe Gentlemen have ſo much debaſed their Un. 
derſtandings, and ſo much blinded the Common 
People, that they do not know what to fay about 
it ; and therefore it is better for thent to ſay nothing. 
Would any Body believe that they would bear to 
be repreſented as void of Underſtanding, if they 
could defend themſelves ? 

The Deiſts are as deeply concerned to anſwer 
me, if they can, as the Calviniſts; for if what I 
have advanced be true, then I think they have no 
Room to complain againſt the Bible. 

Again, theſe Gentlemen the Deiſts do complain 
that thoſe Prophecies of the Old Teſtament, re- 
ferred to in the New Teſtament, do not agrree to 
the Character given us of Jeſus Chriſt, This 
Author of the Moral Philoſopher tells us, p. 221, 
that Jeſus Chriſt never declared himſelf explicitly 
and directly as to this eſſential prophetic CONE 

| 0 


we Wed an. 2460 Oo 


t 
} 
: 
c 
: 
\ 
i 
\ 
| 
4 
| 
| 


* . # a A * * « 
% , : 
) ; a * W * . 
( 59 p - . : , - 


came upon his Trial, he openly and directly diſa- 
vows this Character; that is, as I underſtand him, 
. Chriſt diſavows the Character which the Prophets 

had given of him in the Old Teſtament. ' This 

is a groſs Miſtake, for he told the Jets to ſearch 

the Scriptures; for they are they that teſtified of 
him, and that Abraham faw his Day, and was 

glad; and he frequently mentions the Prophecies 

of the Old Teſtament, as pointing out himſelf, 

and the Fews Behaviour to him; and when he 

was on his Trial, he never diſowned what he had 

ſaid before; he affirmed indeed, that his Kingdom 

was not of this World, that is, that this World, 

at that Time, was not ſo ſubject to him, as to 

eſpouſe his Cauſe ; this does not ſuppoſe he diſa- 

vowed that the Prophecies of the Old Teſtament 

were concerning himſelf; this is another of -our 

Author's great Miſtakes, p. 25 1 he ſays, according 

to the Prophets, this Jeiſi Meſſiah was to be a 

mighty conquering Prince. 

Now, in order to put thisMatter in a clear Light, 
I ſhall propoſe theſe following Obſervations. 

Firſt, That Chriſt was a mighty conquering 
Prince, and a real temporal Deliverer. 
 _ Secondly, That the Nature of free Agency makes 

a great Alteration in Prophecy, 

Thirdly, That Holy Men of old, who ſpake 
of Chriſt, were not, generally ſpeaking, certain as 
tothe Time of his Coming into this World. 

Fourthly, That thoſe holy Men of old, did fre- 
quently paraphraſe on Moſes's Prophecy. I do not 
this barely becauſe of this Author, but becauſe 
of another Book, entitled the Scheme of literal 
Prophecy conjidered; and I believe when theſe 
four Things are impartially © conſidered, the 
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of the Jewiſb national Meſiab; and that when he 


Force of all that Author's Arguments, as well as 
thoſe of the Mora] Pbhiloſopbher, will be taken 
a „ 

Firſt, That Chriſt was a Mighty Conquering 
Prince, and a real temporal Deliverer. This 
I think the Scripture does declare; but then tis 
not ſaid he ſhould be thus a Conquerer and Deli- 


verer by the Sword of Men. The Moral Philo- - 
ſobpher ſhould have produced Texts to prove, that 1 
twas to be by the Sword of Men that he was to be, b 


a Conqueror and a Deliverer, and then he had , C 
done ſome thing ; and for want of that, he has 0 
done nothing to the purpoſe. I deſire the Rea- 5 
der to compare Jai. Ix. with P. 251, which he . 
refers to, and you will find that this Author has 
miſrepreſented the Prophet, and thereby confound- tt 
ed the Argument. I take it therefore, that he 4 
has here loſt the Cauſe he pleaded for, becauſe he ” 
can't produce ſufficient Proof for what he has 
advanc'd. Our Lord was a Temporal Deliverer, 


tho* not a Temporal Conqueror; he delivered 7 
from Temporal Calamity, but not by Temporal gf 
Power ; and herein lies theſe Authors Miſtakes : A 
They will have it, that becauſe the Scripture . * 
repreſents. the Meſiab as a Temporal Deliverer, 2 
that therefore he neceſſarily muſt be a Conqueror MW 1 
ot Temporal Powers. Now, that Chriſt, was a * 


x Mighty Conquering Prince, will appear by only ' 
5 juſt mentioning what I have formerly proved, k 
beyond all contradiction; namely, that Chri/t by v 

his Humiliation, Death, and Sufferings, has pre- * 

vailed over the Devil, and Powers of Darkneſs, h 

and caſt out the Prince of this World from his q 

uſurped Authority, and therebyeffectually redeemed 

Mankind from under the Tyranical Power of F 


theſe evil Beings: but I have already faid ſo W be 
0 
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of it in other Pamphlets which I have wrote, that 
¶ think I may be juſtly excuſed from entering any 
farther into this Argument eſpecially as none has 
yet gainſaid it. ; 

It has been objected thus; how can it be faid 
that Chri/# came to fave all the World from 
Temporal Judgments, whereas the Fews were de- 
ſtroyed forty Years after? As I ſee *tis for want of 
his atending to the Argument, that this Objection has 
been put, ſo 1 need ſay no more, than that tho? 
Chri/t ſaved the World from Temporal Judgments 
then, that is no Argument that Men might not 
fall under Temporal Calamnities forty Years | 
after; as tho? he ſhould fay, becauſe they where 
then delivered from Temporal Judgments at 
that time, therefore they could never be liable 
to ſuch Sufferings any more, a Concluſion very 
unreaſonable. 

From what has been ſaid, we ſee that Chr:/# 
may be a Temporal Deliverer, and yet, not deſ- 
troy Temporal Powers: my Meaning is this; as 
the World before Chri/# came was governed by 
Angels, and that thoſe Beings had been the Cauſe 
of Darkneſs, Ignorance, and Error ; and thoſe evil 
and wicked Creatures had accuſed Mankind, as 
they did Sodom, of being ſo wicked as to deſerve 
to be utterly deſtroyed ; that then, in the Fulneſs 
of time, God ſent forth his Son to redeem Man- 
kind; or, in other words, God ſo loved the 
World, that he ſent his only begotton Son, that 
Men might not periſh, and. that the World by 
him might be ſaved, Theſe and ſuch like Expre- 
thons evidently prove, that Chriſt came to fave 
mankind from Temporal Judgments, becauſe tis 
{poke of the World in general intending, good and 
bad, without Exceptions; whereas Acceptance with 
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God is always confined to the Virtuous only, ſo 

that it cannot mean any thing elſe than a tempo 

ral Salvation, and ſo Chriſt was a temporal Sa- 

viour; and therefore it appears that theſe Deiſts 

Objections againſt Chriſt's being a remporal De- 
liverer, are entirely groundleſs. 

Secondly, That the Nature of Free Agency does 
make great Alteration in Prophecy : My Mean- 
ing 1s this, that God may threaten to puniſh his 
Creatures, and yet if they repent, he will for- 
give them; and fo the threaten'd Puniſhment 
will not overtake them, On the other hand, if 
God ſends his Prophets to declare that he will 
do good to a People, and bleſs them, yet if theſe 
his Creatures do not continue in their Obedience 
to him, then theſe Prophecies ſhall never be ful- 
filled, that is, they ſhall never enjoy the promiſed 
Bleſſings, becauſe they have turned from a Life 
of Virtue to a Life of Vice: Has not this a na- 
tural Tendency to promote Virtue? and has nct 
the -contrary Behaviour a Tendency to promote 
Vice? that is, if God ſhould promiſe to do good 
to a People, to enrich them with all temporal 

HBleſſings, and have no Regard to their Actions, 

whether good or bad, this is contrary to the Per- 
fections of God, and to the Nature of Things ; | 
and therefore cannot be admitted, even on the 
Principles of theſe Deiſts, againſt whom J write. 

This Idea naturally agrees with our Lord's la- 
menting over Feruſalem: The firſt Thought 
which naturally occurs is, that this City had an 
Opportunity put into their Hands to be greatly 
promoted; but their Sin and Folly prevented it. 

Secondly, That all poſſible Means were uſed te 
convert them, that they might be happy. 


Thirdly, 


a „ e © © ARR 
d - Thirdly, That theſe Prophecies concerning this 
People were conditional; that they were not ab- 


ſolute Promiſes, becauſe our Lord faid, O that 
thou hadft known the Things which belong to thy 


. Peace ; which does ſuppoſe that their Sins werethe 
Cauſe of their Deſtruction, and therefore ſome 
; Prophecies muſt be conditional. Thus it was 


with the 1/raelites of old; God told them that 
they ſhould feel the Breach of his Promiſe, be- 
cauſe of their Sin, Numb. xii. 34. From hence 
I conclude, that many Promiſes have been made 
to this People, which were never fulfilled, becauſe 
of their Wickedneſs. But there are ſome Pro- 
phecies that are not conditional; as for Inſtance, 
the Coming of Chriſt into the World, and his 
ſecond coming to judge the World, and the Reſur- 
rection of the Body: Theſe, and many other In- 
ſtances, might be mentioned, wherein it appears 
w ſome Things which are foretold, are not con- 


ditional, becauſe they don't depend on free Agen- 
cy; that is, whether Men are good or bad, they 
muſt all riſe from the Dead, and come to Judg- 
ment; yet there may be many Things promiſed 
to theſe People, which were never fulfilled? Can 
vue ſuppoſe that it is agreeable to God's Perfection, 
or the Nature of Things, to promiſe uncondi- 
tional Rewards, which would naturally overturn 
all revealed and natural Religion ; that is, if God's | 
Promiſos ſhould be without Conditions, then Vir- q 
tue does na Good, nor Vice any Harm; and 4 
thus whilſt theſe Deiſts are pleading againſt the F! 
Nonſenſe of Calviniſm, they are even promoting | 
the ſame Inconſiſtencies; as for Inſtance, _— 
ing to theſe Deiſts, all the Promiſes to theſe eros 
muſt be abſolutely fulfilled, or elſe they cannot be 
divine ; and then, according to that, their being 
| | | wicked 
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wicked could not hinder the Fulfilment of thoſe 


Promiſes; and ſo the Deiſts are on the ſame Foun- 
dation, as ate the Calvini/ts ; whilſt they are wiſe- 
ly arguing againſt Fate, they are fooliſhly falling 
into it: If they ſhould fay that God's Premiſes 
are conditional, then, for aught they have faid to 
the cbntrary, Chrift may be the Jewiſb Meſſiah. 
Thoſe great Promiſes made to that People, were 
on Condition of their accepting of him, as one 


who was to be heard in every Thing that he ſhould 


ſpeak unto them; if they would not hearken to 
him, they were to be cut off from having any Be- 


: nefit by him ; but to bring this Caſe more cloſe to 


the Purpoſe, and to render it unexceptionable, I 


argue thus : Suppoſe a King ſhould make a Publick 
Declaration throughout his Dominions, that he 


would fend his Son to ſuch a City, Part of his Do- 
minions, who, as a Teſtimony of his being ſent 
by the King, ſhould work ſuch mighty Wonders, 


that none elſe could do; and this ſhoyld be a Sign 
to them that he really was the King's Son, and that 


whoever of this City ſhould not hearken to this 
mighty Prince, ſhould be turn'd out of all natural 
Rights, and Properties; and if that City did yield 


Obedience to him, then that ſhould be the Head 


City in his Kingdom. Now ſuppoſe when this 


Prince comes, and performs theſe great Works, 
which none elſe could do, if the City ſhould, in- 


ſtead of hearkening to him, kill him, would any 


Body imagine in that Caſe, if the King did not 


make this City the Head-City of his Kingdom, 
that this was a certain Proof that this Perſon was 
not the King's Son? And if the King inſtead of 
honouring this City, ſhould deſtroy it, would not 
every conſiderate Perſon naturally conclude, that 
he was really the King's Son, and that they were 

8 deſtroyed 


eee 
deſtroyed becauſe they were diſobedient to him; tis 
eaſy for the Reader to apply this to the Caſe before 
us; namely, that tho the eus never received the 
promiſed Bleſſings, yet that don't prove Chriſt not 
to be the true Meſſiab, but the reverſe. Theſe Con- 
ſiderations, I think, are a ſufficient Anſwer to many 
of theſe Authors Objections, againſt Chriſt's being 
the true Meſſiab. „ 
Thirdly, That holy Men of old, who ſpake of 
Chriſt, were not in general certain as to the Time 
of his Coming into this World; tis one Thing to 
have it revealed to them that he ſhould come, and 
another thing to know the Time of his Coming, St. 
Peter informsusthatthoſe who propheſy d of Chriſt's 
Coming, did themſelves enquire diligently concer- 
ning the Time of his Coming and Suffering, 
1 Pet. i, 10, 11. It does ſuppoſe that they were not ſo 
certain as to the Time of his appearing, as they were 
that he ſhould certainly come and ſuffer: This 
Idea makes a great Alteration in this Caſe, becauſe, 
for Want of knowing the Time of his Coming, 
they frequently hoped that it would be fulfilled in 
their own Days. It is natural to ſuppoſe, that as 
they did not know when he would come, fo 
at every extraordinary Event they expected their 
promiſed Deliverer: all that was certain in this 
Caſe was, that ſuch an extraordinary Perſon ſhould 
appear in the World; Daniel was the only Pro- 
phet which ever fixed a Time to the Coming of 
the Mefiab; and the Author of the Scheme of lite- 
ral Prophecy allows himſelf, that Feſus Chriſt ap- 
peared in this World near that Time fixed by 
Daniel, p. 196. Now if, as before obſerved, 
theſe Prophets did ſearch diligently to know of 
the Spirit by whom they ſpake, concerning 
the Time of Chrif's Coming, this Circumſtance 
Was 


(666) — 
was not made plain to thoſe Prophets; and there- 
fore I don't ſee any Reaſon why we may not ſup- 

oſe that even the Prophets themſelves expected 
Cbriſt ſhould come long before he did; our Lord 
himſelf propheſied of Things to come, which he 
declared he did not know the Time of their Ful- 
filment ; he ſaid, as to that Day, knoweth no Man, 
no not the Angels in Heaven, nor *he Son { meaning | 
Bimſelf,) but the Father only : The Prophecies of the 
Tjraelites Captivity in Babylon were frequently 
foretold, but not as to the Time of ir, and yet 
they continuing wicked every Thing were 
fulfilled, according to theſe Prophecies; and 
the Prophets not knowing the Time of Chriſt's 
Coming, is no Argument againſt the Truth and 
this Certainty of theſe Prophecies themſelves ; 
this Obſervation will naturally follow, namely, 
that theſe holy Men of old who ſpake of Griſt, 
might expect that when any extraordinary Perſon 
appeared in the World, that he might be the 
Meſjiah, they not knowing the Time of his appear- 
ing; and fo they might not know but that David, 
Solomon, Hegegiab, and many others, might be 
this fore-told Meſiab; that is, when theſe uncom- 
mon Perſons did appear in the World, all that 
could be ſaid to it was, that it could not be known 
whether David, or Solomon, were either of them 
the Meiab, for there could be but one, there be- 
ing only one promiſed; ſo that if David had been he, 
then Solomon and all others had been excluded; and 
when twas known, by the whole of David's Cha- 
racer and Behaviour, that he could not be the 
Perſon foretold by Moſes to be like to him, then 
they ſtill were in Hopes of his appearing; and as 
David was found not to be the Perſon prophe- 
fied of by Mzfps as aforeſaid, ſo Solomon might 
| be 
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be he, for aught they could then know; for God 


had ſpoke great Things of bim, called him bis 
Son, whom he loved. I don't ſee but that the 


Prophets themſelves might not know but that he, 
Solomon, might be the promiſed Meſiab, for they 


had no other Way to know the Me/jiab, from an- 


other, than by his Actions and Behaviour, becauſe 
the Time of his Appearing in the World was not 


then known; but when Solomon was dead, then they 


could know by his own Behaviour, that he was 
not the promiſed Meſſab, and therefore they muſt 
look for another: The ſame may be ſaid of Heze- 
kiah and many more : Joſhua alſo appeared to be 
one of this Number, of whom they were not cer- 
tain whether he was that Propher, till his Actions 
were compared with the Prophecy. This, as I 
obſerved before, was all the Criterion they had to 
judge by; not knowing the Time of Chriſt's Com- 
ing; and thus it was from one Generation to ano- 
ther: John the Baptiſt ſept to our Lord, faying, 
Art thou he that: ſbould rome; or look we for ano- 
tber? which naturally does ſuppoſe, that to that 
Time there was no Scruple; but that they all 


knew without any Diſpute, that the Meſſiah was 


yet expected, and that it was known that the 
Meſſiah had never yet appeared in the World, 
unleſs Jeſus Chriſt was he. 

As it was declared after the Babyſonrſh Captivity, 
that to that Time no Prophet had aroſe like to 
Mofes ; ſo that the whole we have to enquire after 
is this, whether Jeſus Chriſt did really reſemble 
Moſes more than any before him or after him ? 


There were indeed ſome, many Generations after 


Moſes, who prophefied that the Meſſiah ſhould 
not only be like to Moſes, but would ſuffer great 
Afflictions and Miſeries in this World. This was 
K an 
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an Addition to the Deſcription of his Character; 


that tho the Time of his Coming was not known, 


yet he ſhould be one that was like to Mofes ; 
and yet this Difference ſhould be between Moſes 
and him, the Meſſiah ſhould ſhew as much of 
the mighty Power of God for the Benefit of Man- 

kind, as Moſes did, and yet ſhould be deſpiſed, 
rejected, a Man of Sorrows; and acquainted with 
Grief. If you can find ſuch a Man, who had the 
Qualifications of Moſes, and did as great Miracles 
as he did, and yet was poor and deſpiſed in the 
World, that is the prophetic Meſſiah. Again, 
there was another Prophet who declared, that 
when or juſt before the Coming of this Meſſiah, 
there ſhould ariſe a Prophet, that ſhould come in 
the Spirit and Power of Elijah the Tiſbbite, and 
prepare a Way or a People for the Meſſiah, leſt 
the Lord ſhould ſmite the Earth with a Curſe, 
that is, leſt, if there ſhould be no good People 
in the World, it ſhould be deſtroyed as Sodom, 
Rom. ix, 29, Now if you can find any one after 
Elijah, who reſembled Elijah more than any one 
elſe in that Thing of turning Men from Sin to God, 
then that is Chriſt's Forerunner; ſo that thoſe 
publick Marks of the Meſſiah, are not ſo eaſily razed 
as at firſt thoſe may be imagined, and there- 
fore 'tis not the Deiſts bare ſay-ſo, without Proof, 
can rootChriſtianity out of the World. Again tis ſaid 
by Way of Prophecy thus, Thou wilt not leave my 
Soul in Hell, nor ſuffer thine holy One to ſee Corrup- 
tion. St. Peter evidently proves, that this could not 
be applied to David, who ſpake them, becauſe he 
is dead, and his Sepulchre was with them to 
that Day ; and conſequently that muſt relate to 
ſome other Perſon, Now if you can find any 


ocher Perſon who was like to Moſes in Virtue 


and in working Miracles, who ſuffered great Con- 
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tempt, Afflictions, and Miſery in this World; who had 

a Prophet like to Elijab, to go before him, to pre- 
are Men's Minds to Virtue and Goodneſs, and 

who was not left in the Grave, to Corruption, then 


this is the Meſſiab, tho? the Generality of theſe _ 


Prophets did not know the Time of his Coming 


into this World: And fo, for aught I can ſee, Jeſus 


Chrift of Nazareth may lay a juſt Claim to be 
the prophetic Meſſiah, notwithſtanding all theſe 
Deiſtical learned Authors have ſaid to the contrary. 
Now, that I may make this Caſe yet more plain 
and unexceptionable, I would mention a few 
Things that this Author of the literal Prophe/y 
refers to as firſt, T/artah ix, 6, 7, For unto us 
a Child is born, unto us a Son is given; the 
Government is upon his Shoulders, and he ſhall call 
his Name wonderful Counſellor, the mighty God, 
the everlaſting Father, the Prince of Peace: The 
Increaſe of his Government and Peace, ſhall have 
no End; he ſhall fit upon the Throne of David, 
and upon his Kingdom, to order it, and to eftabliſh 
it with Judgment, and with Tuſtice, from hence 
forth even for ever : The Zeal of the Lordof Hoſts 
will do this. This Author of the Scheme of lite- 
ral Prophecy ſays, p. 140, that theſe Words are 
ſpoken of Hezekiah ; but can any one ſay, that 
there was no End to Hezekiah's Government; this 
is falſe in fact, and this Author is miſtaken: The 
Truth of the Caſe appears to me to be this; the 
Prophet foreſaw that there was an eminent Perſon 
born or to be born ſoon, and as God had not diſcove 
red to any Man to that Time, when the great Pro- 
phet ſhould appear in the World; ſo the Pro- 
phet would mention ſome Particulars, of this 
Perſon's Character, that ſo the People might 
be able to compare Hezekiab's Character with the 
K 2 Prophecy, 
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Prophecy, that none might be deceived; and. 
think he, Hezekiah was this great and mighty 
God, if his Power and Behaviour were not agree- 
able to it; and this happened to be the Caſe in fact, 
for ſeveral Generations, After Hezekiab was dead, 
was and conſequently his Government at an End, it 
affirmed, that to that Day, there had been no Pro- 
phet aroſe like to Moſes, and conſequently Heze- 
h:a5 could not be the Perſon whoſe Government 
ſhould have no End, who was like unto Me/es, 
God did not ſee proper to reveal this Secret to any 
one before Daniel. ; | | 
All that can be objected is, that the Prophets were 
not certain as to the Time, of this great Prophet's 
appearing in the World; they were all of them poſi - 
tive as to his coming, or that he would have, ſupe- 
rior Power to all other Men; and ſo as they could 
not deſcribe when he ſhould come, they always 
mentioned him as ſuperior in Power, in Good- 
neſs, in Purity, in Sufferings ,in Patience, in Meek- 
neſs, and the like, Virtues and Powers, to every one 
elle ; that ſo when he did come, every one who 
read theſe Prophecies, might not miſtake him. 
The Appellations given by theſe Prophets, concer- 
ning the great Prophet that ſhould come into this 
World, were ſo great, that the eus never ima- 
gined that any ſuch Perſon had ever aroſe to the 
Days of John the Baptiſt ; and therefore they aſked 
if he was the Cbriſt, which does plainly ſuppoſe, 
that they did not think, that this great Prophet 
was then yet come; and fo this Author is miſtaken 
to think, Hegełiab was this great Prophet, whoſe - 
Government ſhould never end. It appears to me 
that this Author's chief Defign was to villify this 
holy Prophet; becauſe to fay Hezekiah was the 
Meſſiah, was the very ſame as to ſay, the Prophet 


pro- 


171) | 
ropheſied Lyes; * for Hezekinh's Government 
| bad an End; — ſo if he propheſied of him, that 

his Government ſhould have no End, then his Pro- 
phecy was falſe; but if Hezekiab had been agree- 
able to this Character here given by the Prophet, 
then his Government would have no End; but 
- this is not true, ſo he could not be the Meſſiah; 

and therefore they muſt look for another after He- 
zekiah, 


Again, this Author ſuppoſes Feremiab to be 


this great Prophet, ſpoken of in Jaiab, li. p. 211, 
'Tisthere ſaid, I will divide him a Portion with the 
great, and he ' ſhall divide the Spoil with the ſtrong, 
becauſe he hath powered out his Soul unto Death : 


There note that the Perſon here ſpoken of, firſt 


powered his Soul out unto Death, before God 
thus honoured him, which could not poſſibly 
be meant of Feremiah, becauſe he was not pur to 


Death; and the Spoil this Author here refers to, 


could do Feremiah no good after he was dead ; but 
theſe Words exactly agree to Feſus Chrift, who 
was highly exalted, becauſe of his Death and Suffe- 
rings, Thus I think this Author and his Vouchers 
have, Iam afraid, wilfully miſtook this Caſe : He 
lays, p. 220, chat this Prophecy cannot in the leaſt 
be applicable to Jeſus, who never had any Por- 
tion with the Great, or divided any Spoil with the 
Strong; but one would think this Author had for- 
got our Lord's Exaltation after his Death and Re- 
ſurrection, which is the very Thing here poin- 
ted at in the Prophecy here before us, an Exalta- 
tion after he had poured out his Soul unto Death, 

which naturally ſuppoſes a Reſurrection; ſo that 
I think tis apparently evident, that this Author 
is grofly miſtaken ; does he think there is no Spoil, 


no Greatneſs, no Honour, but what is ef this 
World? 
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World? when in this very Prophecy, tis ſuppoſed 
the Perſon here refer'd to, to be honoured after 


Death, after he had pouered out his Soul unto 
Death. Ts | 
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| gain, this Author perverts another plain Pro- 
phecy, p. 140, 141. contained in Micab, v. 2, 
3, 5. And thou Bethlehem art little among the thou- 
fands of Judah; yet out of thee ſhall he come forth 
to me, that ſhall be the Ruler in Iſrael, whoſe Going s- 
forth have been from the Beginning, and from ever- 
laſting. This Author, by his Vouchers, does ſup- 
poſe this to be ſpoken of by Zorobabel, whom they 
_ deemed to have fulfilled this, as Grotius and others, 
p. 141, but was Zorobabel from everlaſting ; don't 
theſe Deiſts frequently confound themſelves ? no 
Prophet is faid to be from everlaſting, but the Pro- 
phet Jeſus; and yet tho' it is ſpoke fo plain, this 
Author will have it to be ſomebody elſe; any one 
rather than the right Perſon. As to what the Au- 
thor mentioned, p. 140, of this Perſon's Coming 
when the A//yrians ſhall come into their Land; 
to which I anſwer, I believe the AHrian Govern- 
ment was overthrown long before Zorobabel's Days; 
and fo theſe Words could only mean any publick 
Enemy, who ſhould be conquered by this ever- 
laſtiog Saviour, p. 227. This Author ſuppoſes, 
that the Jews act conſiſtent in their not Believing 
in Christ. 25 45 
This Author produces another Prophecy from 
Malachi, which he thinks is wholly inconſiſtent with 
the Charactor and Deſigns of | Feſus, p. 121. 
who came not to the Temple to dwell and pre- 
ſide there, as its Lord and Proprietor, but came 
to put an End to the Temple, and to deſtroy the 
very Notion of the Neceſſity of ſuch a Place; 
and to ſet up a new Form of Worſhip, _— 
rom 


] 
from the Jewiſh, who, according to his true 
Character, appears not to be the Perſon, ſought 
for, and could not be the Delight of the Fews, 
and who came to put an End to all the old Or- 
dinances, and to the Covenant made of Old with 
Levi and the. Fathers, to deſtroy the Fewiſh 
| Prieſthood, and not to reform it, by render- 
ing it conformable to the primitive Plan of Mofes ; 
and thus he thinks that this Prophecy does moſt 
clearly not relate to Jeſus, p. 122. This Author 
is here arguing that the Prophet Malach repreſents 
this Meſſenger or Angel of the Covenant, whom 
his Adverſaries are ſuppoſed. to mean Feſus the 
Meſſiah, to be one who will come to his Temple, 
to give Oracles, and to ſet up the Jeuiſb Forms 
of Worſhip; that he is the Meſſenger of the Feu- 
i/þ Covenant made with Levi, that the Jeus 
might daily perform their Ceremonies; and yet 
not one ſuch a Word in all this Prophecy, becauſe 
'tis faid God formerly made a Covenant with Levy, 
which they brake, therefore he will have it that 
he was the Meſſenger of that Covenant, tho? no 
ſuch Expreſſion can be found in all this Prophe- 
cy. P. 121, he ſays, When this Meſſenger comes, 
he will exact Obedience to his Ordinances, from 
which the Jeus had ſwerved ; for Proof hereof 
He cites Mal. iii. 5. And I will come near to you 
to Judgment, and I will be a fwift Witneſs againſt 
the Soothſayers, and againſt the Adulterers, and a- 
gainſt- falſe Swearets, and againſt theſe that wrong- 
Fully keep back the Hirelings Wages, and dex the 
Widow and theFatherleſs and fear not me, ſaith the 


Lord of Hoſts. Are theſe the Ceremonies of the . 


Law? Certainly no; can any one beſides this 
Author of the Scheme of literal Prophecy imagine 


that 
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vp chat becauſe he was to reprove theſe vile Practices, 


that therefore hewas to eſtabliſh their Ceremonies ; 
and for that Reaſon could not be their Prophetick 
Meſſiah, againſt all Senſe and Reaſon and then he 
will have it that on this Occafion God ſays; that he 
changes not, and he promiſed that they the Jes 
ſhould live in their own Land. He cites for 
this, verſes 11,” 12. wherein tis evident, that 
this Promiſe was conditional, as Verſe the 10. So 
that tho' God dont, change, yet conditional Pro- 
miſes cannot be ſuppoſed to be fulfilled unleſs the 
Conditions of ſuchPromiſes are complied with; 
and thus tho” theſe conditional Promiſes are 
not fulfiled, yet God is nevertheleſs unchangable ; 
and ſo this Author, who here endeavours to ban- 
ter God Holy Prophets, appears to have fallen 
into wretched Inconſiſtencis. The Prophet 
Malachi tells them, that the Meſſenger or Angel 
of the Covenant ſhall be a great Refiner, even of 
the Prieſt ; and therefore this Author would have 
us believe, that 'twas meant he ſhould reform and 
promote their Ceremonies, that ſo this Prophecy 
might not be thought to relate ro Feſus Cbriſt, 
. which is manifeſtly contrary to the deſign of 
this Prophet; and therefore this Prophecy mani- 
feſtly relates to Jeſus Chriſt, notwithſtanding what 
this Author has ſaid to the contrary. Again, 
Deut. xviii. 15. 18. this Author has laboured in 
28Page, together, to ſet aſide the Prophecy of Mies 
as belonging to Feſus Chriſt contrary to the expreſs 
words of that Prophecy, APropbet ſhall the Lord thy 
God raiſe up unto thee of thy Brethren like unto me; 
 bim ſhall you hear in all things whatſoever he ſhall ſay 
unto you St. Peter, Adi. ui. 22. 23. underſtood this 
Prophecy to relate to Jeſus Chriſt; but this Author 


does ſuppoſe that he has more Knowledge in = 
| ale 
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deal of Pains to render a plain Text dark and un- 
intelligible, wherein he has been guilty of theſe fol- 
lowing Miſtakes, | 

Firfl, p. 241. He will have it, that theſe Words, 
a Prophet meant a Succeſſion of Prophets, con- 
trary to the plain expreſs Words of the Text; 
may he not as well ſay, when 'tis ſaid God 7s 4 
Ged of Knowledge, that it means a Succeſſion 
of Gods ; for if we may depart from the Uſe of 
Words in one Caſe, why not in another, eſpeci- 
ally when we conſider that God did not ſend a 
Succeſſion of Prophets. It was many hundred 
Years after Moſes, before any Prophet did ariſe; 


for Joſbua was never called a Prophet that I know 


of, nor any one, till Samuel, ſo that this Author 
is wretchedly miſtaken, which will farther appear 
preſently. 

Secondly, p. 256, He ſuppoſes that the 1/rael- 
ztes requeſted only for themſelves that they might 
have a Prophet given them of God, and not for re- 
mote Poſterity ; but this one Confideration will 
ſet aſide all his Reaſoning on this Head, namely 
that this People did not aſk a Prophet to be raiſed 
up to them, but only they deſired Moſes might 
ſpeak to them himſelf ; but God promiſed to raiſe 
up a Prophet of his own good Pleaſure. This na- 


turally ſuppoſes that this Prophet could not be de- 


ſigned for them who defired Moſes to ſpeak to 
them himſelf, and ſo it muſt mean Futurity ; but 
tho' God of his Goodneſs promiſed a Prophet 


ſhould arife like to Moſes, he did not then diſcover 


when that Prophet ſhould appear in this World; 
and fo tho? they might hope for ſuch a Prophet, 


yet they could not be certain he would appear in 


their Days; and therefore this Author is miſtaken, 
| L ' Thirdly, 


\ 


Caſe than St. Peter had; he has beſtowed a great 


by, 


1 
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Thirdly, He ſays, p. 242. that the Words muſt 
relate to a Succeſſion of Prophets, to begin upon 
the Jews taking Poſſeſſion of the Land of Cana- 
an, is manifeſt, becauſe the raiſing up a Pro- 
phet, to whom the Fews were to hearken, is 
the Reaſon given why they ſhould not hearken to a 
Diviner ; but the contrary does appear Deut. xviii, 
12. The Reaſon is there given why they ſhould not 
have Diviners, and ſuch like Things, becauſe all 
ſuch things are an Abomination to the Lord; 
and 'tis no where faid, that they ſhould nat 
follow theſe things, becauſe they ſhould have 
a Prophet; no, if this had been the caſe then, it 
would always be lawful, when they had no Pro- 
phet, to follow Sorcerers, Witchcraft, Diviners, or 
the like; for if we ſay they ought not to follow. 
theſe things becauſe they had a Propher, if this 
is all the Reaſon againſt it, then when they had 
no Prophet, the Reaſon of the Prohibition 
is taken away, which cannot be the ' caſe, 
and ſo this Author is miſtaken; for as there 
is no ſuch Reaſon given, ſo his Conclu- 
ſion from it muſt be falſe ; fo that I conclude a- 
gainſt this Author, that the Text before us cannot 
mean a Succeſſion of Prophets; and fo TFeſus 
Chriſt may be that Prophet here refered to 
for any thing this Author has ſaid to the con- 
trary. | 
_ - Fourthly,'He fays, p. 244, if theſe words do 
not ſignify the raiſing up a Succeſſion of Prophets, 
ſill, fays he, Jeſus will be excluded, becauſe he 
could not poſſibly ſuffer for ſpeaking a word con- 
trary to theCommand of God, or for ſpeaking in 
the Name of other Gods, that is, as I underſtand 
it, becauſe Chriſt was ſo good as that he _—_ 
did according to the Will of God, therefore 5 
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could not be the Meffiah, This has fo little Ar- 
gument in it, that I confeſs T don't underſtand 
it. ThusT think I have conſidered the chief Ob- 
jection which theſe Deiſts have brought againſt the 
Authority of the Bible. : 
If any have any thing to offer againſt what I have 
here advanced, I defire to be informed. i 
Fifth, Many of the Expreſſions concerning 
Cbriſt contained in the Bible, are only an Explana- 
tion of Maſess Prophecy of him, or of other Pro- 
phecies concerning him; as that of Zacharias 
Luke i. and many more ſuch Prophecies as theſe, 
conſidering theſe Men knew nq more of this Mat- 
ter than others had made known to them ; and 
therefore tho' they might be ſuppoſed to differ in 
their Expteſſions from the Words of the Prophecy 
which they explain, that is, not to explain them 
in the Expreſſions as theſe Prophecies contain. 
This may very much alter the expreſs 


Words, but ſtill they had the fame Thing in 


view, namely, that the Meſſiab, when he came, 


would be ſuperior to all the Prophets that had gone 


before him: now, if theſe Deiſts can prove that 
any Prophet ſince the World began was ſuperior 
to Jeſus Chriſt, then I will allow that he was 


not the Prophetick Meſſiah; but if he does evident- 
ly appear to be ſuperior to all other Prophets, then 
I hope theſe Deiſts will conſider that they 


themſelves are liable to Miſtakes. | 

My ' Meaning is this, that if the Prophets 
generally feretold that the Meſſiah ſhould be a 
ſuperior Prophet to every one elſe, and Chriſtians 
generally ſuppoſe Feſus Chriſt to be that Perſon, 


that then they will either prove him not to 
be of that Character, or elſe ſubmit to his 
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Authority, 
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If theſe Prophets had mentioned his Name, 
and the Names of his Father and Mother, the 

Place of their Abode, the Time of his com ing, 

and Manner of his Death and Reſurrection, I ſay 

all this would not amount to near the Evidence 
which was univerſally given of him, name ly, that 
he was to be ſuperior to every one that ever ap- 
peared in this World: I ſay, this Character is in- 
finitely ſuperior to all other Characters what- 

ever, ſo that they ought either to prove that no 
ſuch Perſon ever was promiſed to come into this 

World, or elſe that Jeſus Chriſt was not that 

great Perſon; but if this is too hard a Task for 

them, then they have no room to open * 

Mouths againſt the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 
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Rev. Mr. Samuel Chandler. 
By Way of APPENDIX. 
+ 


S a late Performance of yours againſt the 
Moral Philoſopher is juſt publiſhed, in 
which I find you are concerned, in the ſame Cauſe 
which I have undertaken, the Vindication of ſa- 
cred Hiſtorians, ſo I propoſe to you my lately 

ubliſhed Pamphlet, mentioned in theſe Papers, 
entitled the Deiſt turned Chriſtian, &c. I think 
unleſs you take in theſe Ideas, you cannot anſwer 
your own Proprofals, that is, you cannot vindi- 
cate the Old Teſtament, unleſs you own that 
Sacrifices under the'Law were to ſtop Rage rag 


vil Angels, and to make Way for uncommon 
Aſſiſtances in extraordinary Occaſions ; if you 
prove this to be the Caſe,for if you had pleaſed ſo to 

do, then you might haveſpared near 100 Pages of 
| your Performance; then you could have told the 
World that as Sacrifices in common was to be a 


Publick Teſtimony of Men's having the Fear of 
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ä God in them, ſo Abrabam's obeying God in hi 
conſenting to offer up his beloved Son, was as 
much a Token of his having the Fear of God in 
in him, yea infinitely more, than the offering up of 
common Sacrifices : And fo, according to the for- 
mer Propoſitions, Abrabam ſtood infinitely more 
fair for his being freed from temporal Miſery, 
and for extraordinary Aſſiſtances, than them. This 
appears to be the Caſe, for Abraham;was bleſſed 
in a very extraordinary Manner, This exactly agrees 
with what you have faid P. 154. of your Book 
called a Vindication of the Old Teſtament. Poſſibly, 
fay you, the Angel of the Lord did not certainly 
know whether he (Abraham) could ſtand ſuch a 
Trial: This, you ſay, ſeems to be intimated in 
theſe Words, Gen. xxii. 12. Now I know that thou 
feareſt God, ſeeing thou haſt not witholden thine only 
Son from me. Suppoſe we ſhould add hereto, that 
this was done not only to fatisfy this Angel, but 
others alſo ; that ſo they might ſee that Abraham 
was one who thought nothing too dear to part 
with to pleaſe God, and“ therefore evil Angels 
could have no Plea to inflict any evil on him, 
and that good Angels had all the Reaſon in the 
World to affiſt him in all his Times of Need; 
fo that this action ſeems to be deſigned by God 
to gather together inviſible Powers to protect 
Abraham, that ſo a manifeſt Difference might 
be made between him and the idolatrous World 
about him; and indeed this appears to be the 
Cauſe why he was Bleſſeds with uncommon 
and extraordinary Bleſſings namely, that the Idola- 
trous People then in being might thereby learn 


that Abraham's God was the only true God, and 
ſo it was intended that all the Nations of the 


Earth ſhould be bleſſed in him and his Seed, if 
they followed his Steps, Theſe few Hints I think 
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dted Pages; for you ſeem to be very uncertain con- 
cerning God's Intentions in his tempting Abrabam: 


However, I think you have not taken in the whole 1 
dea of this Caſe: Sir, ſuppoſe we compare Deiſm 


to a Tree, you and J agree. to cut down this Tree 
of Deiſm, if we can, but the Difference between 
you and me is, you chuſe to get to Promotion ad- 
vanced on the Top of this Tree, to pull the Leaves 
and ſmall Twigs off; firſt perhaps in hopes, againſt 
you come to the Root of this Tree, you ſhall have 
done with it; but what I do is to ſtrike at and 
cut down this Tree at the Root, and then theſe 
Branches on which you exalt yourſelf, will natu- 
rally wither and die ; I hope you will get off theſe 
Top-Branches, before the Roots of this Tree are 
cut off, and the Tree fall to the Ground, to your 
great Surpriſe; you know, Sir, that theſe Things 
you have mentioned in your Book here refer'd to, 
are far from being the Deiſts principal Objections 
' againſt the old Teſtament, | 

My Deſign in thusWriting to you, is, if poſlible, 
to prevail on you to take in theſe my Ideas of. the 
Agreement between the Sacrifices of the old Teſta- 
ment and the Sacrifice of Chriſt; that ſo you may 
ſpare yourſelf the Trouble of writing largeVolumes 
about that which may be taken in, in a few Pages. 

There is another Obſervation, contained in the 


forementioned Papers of mine, namely, that all 


the World were juſtified by Chriſt, both good and 
bad. This naturally ſuppoſes that there is a real 
Difference between Juſtification and Pardon, be- 
cauſe all the World, both good and bad, are ſaid to 
be juſtified by Chriſt, in that Caſe the World was not 
pardoned but acquitted of a certain Charge brought 
againſt them. This ſuppoſes the Being of Angels, 

for 


ſhew more of the Nature of the Caſe than your hun- 
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for none elſe could accuſe Mankind in general, 


that is, the whole World. This Thought natu- 
rally ſtrikes at the Root of Deiſm; for none can 
know any thing about inviſible Beings, without 
a Revelation; and fo if Scripture Juſtification is 
truly underſtood, then the Deiſts cannot charge 


the Bible with ſuch Inconfiſtencies. This is the 


Root of the Tree; and, Sir, I beg you would 
come down from thoſe exalted Branches, and 
ſtrike at the Root of this Tree of Deiſm : I wiſh 
J was as able to do it as you are, If you was 
to write a hundred Volumes about the Land of 
Canaan, Egypt, the Situation of that Country, 
their Hills and Mountains, it would indeed amuſe 
Mankind, but not convince them of the Truth of 
Chriſtianity ; but if you pleaſe to publiſh to the 
World, that before Chriſt came in the Fleſh, An- 


gels govern'd this lower Creation, but after the 


Humiliation of our Saviour, all Power was 
taken from them, and given to him; and 


that Chriſt was or will be an Exemple to all ra- 


tional Beings in Heaven and Earth, of Piety 
and Goodneſs, Self-denial and Patience, theſe are 
the things that are wanted to be made plain and 
familiar to Mankind, in order to root out Deiſm, 
Calviniſm, and Popery; this is what I call cut- 
ting down this corrupt Tree at the Roots. Sir, 
how do you think that horrid and blaſphemous 
| Notion came into the Chriſtian World of God's diſ- 
tinguiſhingGrace, but becauſe Teachers of former 
Generations taught Men that thole Things in 
Scripture which relate only to temporal Things, are 
meant of eternal Things: that is, when *tis ſaid 
Men were juſtified by his Blood, and faved from 
Wrath through him, theſe and other like Paſ- 
ſages relate only to this Life, and has no Rela- 

tion 
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tion to Eternity, nor to any other Generation, but 


that to whom it was ſpoke. No body can deny diſtin- 
guiſhing Grace, if they own Scripture Juſtifica- 
tion to mean eternal juſtification, becauſe there 
tis ſaid, Men were juſtified freely without Works, 
tho' ungodly ; if ſuch a Juſtification was eternal, 
it would prove diſtinguiſhing Grace, which J de- 
ſign, if God permit, to confider in Anſwer to the 


Writer of Free Grace indeed. 


I ay again, that if you write an hundred Vo- 
lames againſt Deiſm, and don't take in the 
forementioned Ideas, you cannot anſwer your 
own Deſign ; alſo theſe Things will fave you a great 
deal of Trouble. | 

Again. Sir, I deſire that when you write again, 
againſt the Moral Phi loſopber, or the Deiſts, that 


you put the beſt Conſtructions on his or their Words, 


which they will bear; or elſe you will hurt your 
own Cauſe, which I would not have you to do: 
Many Writers as well as you, are too prone to put 


the Argument they write againſt, in the worſt 


Light they can, and that is a ſure Way to hurt 
their own Cauſe, as for Inſtance, p. 53. you ſay, he, 
that · is, the Moral Philoſopher, aflerts, that Abraham 
prevailed on Sarah to deny her being his Wife; 
this you ſuppoſe not to be true, and thereby hurts 
your own good Cauſe, for both Abraham and 
Sarah meant by it to give the King of Egypt and 
his Servants, to underſtand that ſhe was not his 


Wife: I fay in this Caſe, tis apparently plain, 


that her ſaying ſhe was his Siſter, meant the ſame, 
and was deſigned to cauſe the Ægyptians to be- 
lieve that ſhe was not his Wife, and the King fo 
underſtood it, Gen. xii. 18. Then Pharoah called 
Abraham and ſaid, why haſt thou done this yn*o me, 
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iberefore didſt thou not tell me that ſhe was thy 
Wife ? ver. 19. Why ſaideſt thou (he is my Siſter ? 
This naturally ſuppoſes that his ſaying ſhe is my 
Siſter, was the ſame Meaning as to fay ſhe is not 
My Wife. And you have ſpent near 20 Pages 
to ſhew the World that the Moral Philoſopher 
was in former Vears a Believer of Calviniſm, but 
now is a Deiſt; which Characters are very dif- 
ferent, 'and yet the ſame Man; and what of all 
that : May not a Man go from one Error to 
another Error, and yet be ſincere; how do you 
know, but that he and you may be brought to 
Truth one Time or another? This I think is 


manifeſt, that you have in this Caſe put of in- 


ſtead of on Charity; for how do you know but 
that his Mind might really be altered; but you 
ſuppole that he owns, that choſe Things he once 
believed he never could find in his Bible: I think 
all that you can conclude from hence is, that 
he, as well as other Calvinits, did not impartially 
examine the Bible. I am apt to think if you 
was to ask him if he was not once of a quite dit- 
ferent Mind in Relation to Religion, than he is 
now, he would tell you he was now far from' be- 
lieving Calviniſm to be true, tho' he did once be- 
lieve it. If this is the Caſe, then your 20 Pages 
are to very little Purpoſe; unleſs tis to ſhew that 
you love to put the worſt Conſtructions on 
his Arguments you can by way of Deception. 
It you cannot pull down Deiſm without 
Deceit, then let it ſtand; Sir, I deſire you to con- 
ſider Eccleſ. x. 1. Dead Flies cauſe to ſtink and pu- 
trify the Ointment of the Apothecary ; ſo doth a little 
Folly bimthat is in eſtimation for Wiſdom and Glory. 
I would have vindicated Abraham's Character, but 
you have done it yourſelf ; I ſhould not have faid 
you have undertaken a good Cauſe, if you had 


not 
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not - juſtified Abraham and his Wife in this Caſe; 
but to, ſuppoſe that their diſſembling was not De- 
ceit, asl ſaid before, is hurting our on good Cauſe; 
I don't think all Deception ſinful no more than 
you, but I think 'tis weak to argue that a Decep- 
tion is not ſo, to weaken your own Arguments: I 
take it that for me to ſpeak to deceive another is a 
Lie, tis the very Nature of a Lie, but that don't 
fuppoſe this Deception was ſinful, that is another 
Argument, and may eaſily be anſwered ; you tell us 
that the Ægyptians uſed to marry their Siſters and 
therefore you think they might have bur little or no 
Difficulty in Underſtanding that Abraham's Siſter 
might be his Wife; and yet the Hiſtorian gives it as 
much againſt you in this Caſe, as he does againſt 
the Moral Phil;ſopher in otherCaſes, according tothe 
Inſtance I juſt now brought; for notwithſtan- 
ding all your pains-taxing, yet it naturally appears 
that Pharoab underſtood by Abraham's ſaying ſhe 
is my Siſter, the ſame as tho he had faid ſhe is not 
my Wife ; this will cauſe the Deiſts to open their 
Mouths againſt you and your good Cauſe. I won- 
der why yon ſhould pick up ſuch Arguments, 
When you could have your Choice of Arguments 
againſt the Moral Phil:ſepher ; for I queſtiou if any 
Writer beſides himfelf, ever made ſo many groſs 
Miſtakes as the Moral Phz/:/opher. J hope you will 
not take it amiſs that I adviſe you for your Good, 
and for the Good of true Religion ; that I take 
to be the Reaſon, why there are ſo many Books 
publiſhed about Religion, becauſe Authors will take 
Arguments not at all to their Purpoſe, and make uſe 
of ſuch Arguments more than they will bear, others 
ſeeing this, write againſt ſuch weak Propoſitions, 
and yet leave Room for others to anfwer them, 
and again others them; and fo on: And thus 
the Chriſtian World is put in Confuſion, becauſe 
Men 


| (86) 
Mien write ten Times more than need for, and 
thereby rather puzzle the World than inform it. 

. Give me leave to obſerve, that your Remark p. 
54. will not agree with what you have ſaid in 
p- 53. andelſewhere: You tell us, that the Egypr- 


ians uſed to marry their whole Siſters, but Abra- 


ham's Wife you fay was but a half Siſter, and there- 
fore you ſuppoſe that the Egyptians might have 


underſtood by Abraham ſaying She is my Siſter, 


that ſhe might be his Wife; but this appears not 
to be the Caſe, as I have hinted already; if Abra- 
ham had told the real Truth, poflibly then they 
might have had Room to ſuppoſe that She was 


his Wife, that is, if he had ſaid She is a half Siſt- 


er, but this would not anſwer Abraham's Deſign; 
he did not defire that they ſhould know the Truth 
in this Particular. This, as I faid before, is the 
Senſe of a Lye, as far as I can underſtand it; how- 


erer, if you can inform me better, I ſhould be 


glad to hear it: Now ſuppoſe you had given 
the Moral Philoſopher his Aſſertion, namely, that A- 
brabam prevailed on his Wife to deny him to be 
her Husband, which I think is the Truth of this 
Caſe, that is the true Meaning of this their Contri- 
vance; I ſay, if you had thus conſented, it would 
not have hindered your good defign of vindicating 
Abraham and Sarab 

And I think theſe Deiſts ought to be dealt 
with very tenderly, ſo as not to increaſe their Pre- 


judices againſt che Bible which, Sir, I believe you 


are ſenbſile were produced by the Errors of Pope- 
ry and Calviniſm; take away theſe Things 
from the Bible, and then I doubt not but 
Deiſm would ſoon decay; one of which 
Errors is the Doctrine of the Torments of Hell 
never ending. This is one of the Roots of this cor- 
| rupt 
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Tree Deiſm; and I believe, whilſt that Root ſtands 

. faſt, this Tree can never be pulled down: 1 

mention this in particular, becauſe very few 

Miniſters do ſo much as ſtrike at this Root at all, 

but they do all they can to ſupport it. 

9 I hope Sir, whilſt you are ſtudying to pull 
down Deiſm, you will not forget to ſtrike at this 
Root alſo: if you cannot get over this Difficulty, 
you are not then a fit Match for the Dieſts, for if 
the Bible is contrary to God's moral Perfections, 
it cannot then be divine; as for Inſtance, if that 
Book does teach that God will puniſh his Creatures 
without End, that is the ſame as to ſay he puniſhes 
them to do no Good : This is contrary to our com- 
-mon Notions of the all-perfe& God, and cannot be 
ad-nitted, and 'tis my Opinion, that if you write 
about it as long as you live, you will not filence 
the Deiſts, unleſs you ſtrike at this and the fore- 
mentioned Errors. | 

As for this Notion of Hell Torments being 
without End, it is contrary to God's Perfections of 
Mercy and Goodneſs, whether he foreknows all 
Things or no; ſome Gentlemen think that God 

always foreknew all Things, and upon that Sup- 
poſition, if any will be in endleſs Miſery hereafter, 
God ſurely foreknew it, and ſo either he could 
not prevent it, or elſe he would not; if the latter, 
that naturally ſuppoſes him not to be perfectly 
good and merciful ; if the former, then his 
Power is wanting, and even then, if he fore- 
ſaw that if he brought ſuch Creatures into Being, 
they would be fome way or other endleſly miſer- 

Sable; it would be Mercy in him, upon this Suppo- 

_ fition, not to bring them into Being and Cruelty, 
if he gave them Being and yet knew that the 
would make themſelves endleſly miſerable ; 
ſo that this Conſideration of God's know- 
ing all Things from Eternity, muſt ſuppoſe that 
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* fas the Tortgents of Hell cannot be without End. 


A God did ngt foreknow all Things; on this Suppo- 
fttion, God has made a Multitude of Creatures, and 
2 yet did not know who of them would be endleſ- 
ü : miſerable, and who not; yet after they had 


tilemen allow that God can prevent their being 
= endleſily miſerable, either by correcting them, or 
taking away their Being, either of which are 
infinitely better than endleſs Miſery; and ſo, if 
God is perfectly good and merciful, then the Tor- 
ments of Hell cannot be without End, whetherGod 
foreknew all Things or not. This I take to be one 
» KReafon why the Deiſts have opened their Mouths 
t fo much againſt Chriſtianity ; and Miniſters don't 
love to cut off this Root of this corrupt Tree. Who, 


or where are they, that preach againſt the endleſs 


Duration of the Torments of Hell, or who can main- 
| tain them certainly none: if they can, why don t 
they; if they ſay the Scripture does prove it, that is 
co fay the Scripture is contrary to God's Perfect- 
ions, and the Nature of Things: And this is to 
* give up their Cauſe to the Dieſts; ſo that, Sir, 

* you ought, as the Doctor ſaid, to come out of the | 


= values true Chriſtianity, > +7 64 | 
5p ; | E. Hewlett. 
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Again, there ate other Gentlemen who believe vl EF 


TE gone thro' a State of Trial, then theſe Gen- 


Clouds. I have here given you an Inſtance of 
It, and many more * be given by one who 


EN, Bookseller, 20, 


ExdLIsH TaeoLOGY—continued. 
1701 Jamieson's (Dr. John) Vindication of the 
Doctrine of Scripture, and of the Primitive 
Faith ; concerning the Deity of Christ, 2 
vols, 8vo, calf neat, 4s Edinb. 1794 


Use of Sacred History; especially 
as illustrating and confirming the great Doc- 


1702 


| 5 trines of Revelation, with II Dissertations, 2 
5 vols, 8vo, calf neat, 4s 6d Thid. 1802 
* 1703 Holy Gospels and the Acts of the 


Apostles, in English, so printed as to show 

the Sound of each Word without Change of 
Spelling, for the Use of Children, Teachers, 
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